CHAPTER 1V

RESULTS ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

In this chapter, the details of the data validation process, the results analysis of
the field research, and a discussion are presented. In addition to a description of the
results, tables, pie charts, and column graphs will be used to represent the results. This

chapter comprises three main sections:

4.1 Data validation results
4.2 Results analysis and discussion

43 Generalization of empirical data analysis

4.1 Data validation results

The empirical data was collected from the research sampling which was three
AUN youth activities: the Japan-ASEAN Students Conference, the 8" ASEAN Youth
Cultural Forum, and the International College Student Exchange Program. The
research findings are mainly based on the responses from the questionnaires

considered valid under data validation criteria’.

The results of validated data in each activity are as below.

. Japan-ASEAN Student Conference

At the conference, pre-activity questionnaires and post-activity questionnaires
were distributed to 150 youth respondents: 120 ASEAN respondents and 30 Japanese
respondents. It was assumed that there would be 150 pre-activity completed
questionnaires and 150 post-activity completed questionnaires or 300 questionnaires

in total to be analyzed. However, after selecting only valid data under the mentioned

! See details in Chapter 3
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data validation criteria, there were 282 questionnaires to be analyzed. Overall, the
data analysis is based on the results of 141 out of 150 respondents. Among them,

there are 113 out of 120 ASEAN respondents and 28 out of 30 Japanese respondents.

In term of the nationalities of respondents in this conference, they belonged to
the 10 ASEAN countries. The nationality of respondents in the valid data of this
activity comprises respondents from Japan and all ASEAN countries. Since there was
a mixture of ASEAN students and non-ASEAN students, in this case Japanese, this
benefits the results by indicating the impact of the program on students with different
knowledge backgrounds. In total, 150 youths participated in this program, students
from 10 ASEAN member countries and Japan.

Although the results from the Japanese respondents are taken into consideration
for comparison in some cases, the results from the 120 ASEAN youth respondents are

the main focus.
e  The 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

In this forum, pre-activity questionnaires and post-activity questionnaires were
distributed to 90 respondents. It was assumed that there would be 90 pre-activity
completed questionnaires and 90 post-activity completed questionnaires or 180
questionnaires in total to be analyzed. However, after selecting only valid data under
the mentioned data validation criteria, there are 112 questionnaires to be analyzed.

Overall, the data analysis is based on the results of 56 out of 90 respondents.

In terms of their nationalities, participants were from 7 ASEAN countries
which were Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, Singapore, and
Vietnam. The nationality of respondents in the valid data of this activity comprises

respondents from 7 ASEAN countries.
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. The 8" International College Student Exchange Program

Since the program duration of this activity is from March 2010 — December
2010, the data collection of this program was designed to be conducted on a mid-
activity basis. The questionnaire was distributed after 4 months participation, which is
almost half of the duration of this one-year activity. Due to the limits of time and
budget, the questionnaire was distributed in the form of an online questionnaire. It
was assumed that there would be 20 completed questionnaires to be analyzed.
However, there are only 13 questionnaires to be analyzed. Overall, the data analysis is

based on the result of 13 out of 20 respondents.

In term of the nationalities of respondents in this conference, they are from 8
ASEAN countries which are Brunei, Cambodia, Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia, the
Philippines, Thailand, and Vietnam. The nationality of respondents in the valid data
of this activity comprises respondents from 5 ASEAN countries which are Cambodia,

Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia, and the Philippines.

Table 4 shows details of the valid data.

Table 4: Details of the validated data

Japan-ASEAN Student 150 141 All ASEAN member Countries

Conference and Japan

The 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural | 90 56 All ASEAN member countries

Forum except Brunei, Cambodia, and
Myanmar

The 8" International College 20 13 All ASEAN member countries

Student Exchange program except Brunei, Myanmar,
Singapore, Thailand, and
Vietnam

Total 260 210
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4.2 Results Analysis and Discussion

The results presentation is mainly divided into three sections following the
pattern in the questionnaire. From question 1 to 40, the results of each activity are

presented together in order to be easily observed and compared.

The results and analysis are presented in the main order shown in table 5.

Table 5: Main order of results presentation (by section)

4.2.1 Section I: General information
4:.2.2 Section II: Overall program
4.2.3 Section III: Attitudes and awareness towards ASEAN

For clear comparison of the results in each activity, the results are presented
consistently in a sub-order which is by order of the activity, starting from the Japan-
ASEAN Student Conference, the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, and the g
[nternational College Student Exchange Program respectively. For more clarification,
the graphs, charts, and tables presenting the results of each activity have been

assigned a different theme color.

Table 6 shows sub-order by activity and theme color of the research findings.

Table 6: Sub-order of results presentation (by activity and theme color)

;Tllieyine“color

Blue

Green
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In short programs (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference and the 8™ ASEAN
Youth Cultural Forum), the comparative results of pre-tests and post-tests are
available in a bar graph. In the long program (The 8™ International College Student

Exchange Program), only the results from the mid-activity questionnaire are available.

In the case that there is a table which shows both pre-test and post-test results,

the dominant answer, which holds the highest percentage, is emphasized by bold font.

The results analysis and discussion of the empirical data are as follows.

A

42.1  Section I: General information

Question 1: Name

The name of respondents was asked in every questionnaire in order to pair the
pre-activity questionnaires and post-activity questionnaires. This was done in
accordance with the data validation criteria. Moreover, by doing so, the results can be
analyzed on both a general scale and an individual scale. However, following the

research ethic, the names of the respondents are not disclosed.

Question 2: Gender

Table 7 shows details of gender proportion by percentage in each activity.

Table 7: Gender distribution of respondents in each activity

The 8" ASEAN The 8™ International
Youth Cultural College Student
Forum Exchange Program

Japan-ASEAN

Gender distribution Stadent Conferénce

Overall, the results show that female population is slightly higher than male

population in every activity. The statistics could represent that females are more

interested in these kinds of activities or that currently female populations are larger
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than male populations in ASEAN countries. According to the ASEAN Statistical
Yearbook 2008, the trend of ASEAN population by sex indicates that the percentage
female (50%) is slightly higher than male (49.9%). These details are shown in the
table below.

Table 8: Gender distribution of ASEAN population
Source: ASEAN Statistical Yearbook 2008 (ASEAN Secretariat, 2009: 4)

Country M ey ¥ ] Sex Ratio
ale Female Total Male Female Total
M 2 &} @ o | @ | @ i)
Brunel Darussalam 211 185 397 53.1 459 1000 1130
Cambodla 7127 7529 14656 486 514 1000 T
Indonesia 114124 50.1 495 1000 1002
Lao PDR 499 50.1 1000 35
Malaysta 3.67 50.9 451 1060 1037
Myanmar 49.7 SC3 1000 Ry
Philippines a4 574 0.3 497 10es 1011
Singapore” 2448 495 505 1C00 HED
Thatland a5 421 50.9 1Cs
Viet Nam 43311 86,150 492 508 1060 i
ASEAN 292,866 583,651 49.9 50.0 100.0 %9.8
Sources:
r d't ook of N5Cks; and Brungl Derassalam oy indicatars, 2006, W Yoarbook of indomesda N0

thos of Lao n Bulanan Malaysia, 2005 2008,

Note:
1) Using Singapore residonts sroctumn

Question 3: Age

The results shown below indicate the age of respondents and its frequency as
well as its percentage. The age containing the highest frequency in each activity is

highlighted.

Table 9: Age distribution of respondents in each activity

Percentage of each activi
th .
1
Agegroup | yapan ASEAN Student | The 8" ASEAN Youtn | 15 Internationa
Eonf Cultural F College Student
onference ultural Forum Eschanse Phoseamm

18-19
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[n summary, the age range of respondents in the Japan-ASEAN Student
Conference is between 18-26 years old. This range is quite similar to the age range of

respondents in the 8"

International College Student Exchange Program. However, the
age range of respondents in the 8™ ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum is between 18 — 56
years old. It is noticeable that the age range is much wider than for the other two
activities. This is because group leaders who were faculty members from each
university also participated in this activity. Due to their longer experience, it is

noticeable that their answers show more variety and details than those of youth

respondents’.

The results show that the age group of respondents which contains the highest
frequency in all activities is 20-23 years old. Interestingly, this age group is also
representative of the highest distribution age group for the ASEAN population. The
details of ASEAN population by age group are shown below.

Graphic 1.2. ASEAN Population by Age Group, 2007
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Figure 14: Age distribution of ASEAN population year 2007
Source: ASEAN Statistical Yearbook 2008 (ASEAN Secretariat, 2009: 4)
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Question 4: Country of Origin

85

[n dividing respondents by country, the proportion by percentage is shown

below.

Figure 15: Respondents’ distribution by country (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

The Philippines
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Figure 16: Respondents’ distribution by country (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)
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Philippin
23% .

Figure 17: Respondents’ distribution by country

(the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

In summary, respondents in the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference comprise
students from Japan and all ASEAN countries. Respondents in the 8™ ASEAN-Youth
Cultural Forum comprise students from all ASEAN countries excluding Brunei,
Cambodia, and Myanmar. Respondents in the 8" International College Student
Exchange Program comprise students from all ASEAN countries excluding Brunei,

Myanmar, Singapore, Thailand, and Vietnam.

Overall, the results show that apart from the Japan-ASEAN Student
Conference, none of the activities had respondents from all ASEAN countries. An
explanation for this may be that because the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference was
arranged with financial support from Japan and is a short activity, all AUN member

universities nominated their students to join the conference for two weeks in Japan.

In contrast, the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum was held on a cost-sharing
basis which could be one of the major reasons for the absence of some institutions.
Moreover, it could also be due to the nature of the event which fully involves

performing arts and culture. Some institutions may not possess enough readiness in
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terms of students in these fields. Furthermore, the nature and scale of the activity may
not interest the institutions and/or students. These factors may lead to the decision to
not participate in such an event. Moreover, the public relations and clarity of
information regarding the activity could also be involved. These assumptions are

drawn from the responses of respondents during the interview as shown below.

“My professor asked me to join. At first I feel reluctant to join this activity because I

don’t know what it is but now I feel it is a good experience and I get to make new friends.’

Respondent of the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

“I was asked by a dance club to join this activity but I didn’t really know what this
activity is about before I actually came into it, except I have to create an opening item. |
think it’s better if there’s more information provided before we participate in the activity. 1
found it also happens with respondents from other countries.”

Respondent of the 8™ ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

“I think the program involve too small scale. Whether it can help regional
integration? I think it can but to a limited extent. It depends on how the respondents would
interact to each other and what we expose in this activity is on the surface. Anyway, if asking

me whether we should have it or not, I think it’s better to have than not to.’

Respondent of the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

For the 8™ International College Student Exchange Program, the absence of
nominations from some countries, despite the full scholarship it provides, might be
due to the length of the program which requires one year in the exchange university.
Since some institution did not allow credit transfer, students therefore did not apply to
the long program with no credits transference guarantee, unless the students could
accept this as a condition. In order to gain more participation from all AUN member
universities, assurance on credits transfer and agreement between universities are

encouraged.
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Question 5 and 6: University (5) and AUN Member University (6)

Among 113 ASEAN respondents of the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference,
there were 102 respondents who rated that they were from AUN member universities.
The rest did not answer while some chose ‘unknown’. For both the 8" ASEAN Youth
Cultural Forum and the 8" International College Student Exchange Program, all
respondents rated that they were from AUN member universities®. Overall, most

respondents rated that they were from AUN member Universities

Question 7: Level at the University

The proportion by percentage of level at the university among youth
respondents in each activity is shown below.

Table 10: Level at university of respondents in each activity

The 8" ASEAN The 8" International
Youth Cultural College Student
Exchange Program

Japan-ASEAN

Activity Student Conference

o
[Noamver

*Those who chose ‘other’ identified as graduate students, faculty members, and staff.

In conclusion, of all respondents in every activity, the highest percentage falls
on third year, followed by fourth year and second year. One may interpret that those
who are interested in participating in these kinds of activities tend to be those who
have gained some experience of university for at least one year. Since most of the

respondents are from second to fourth year, their answers should be able to indicate

? For the list of AUN member universities, see Chapter 2.
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the extent of regional consciousness as a capability of those studying at a higher

learning level.

Question 8: Areas of Study

The areas of study depend on the nature of each activity. The details and
proportion by percentage of areas of study among respondents in each activity are
shown below.

Table 11: Field of study of respondents in each activity

The 8" ASEAN The 8" International
Youth Cultural College Student
Forum Exchange Program

Japan-ASEAN

Field of Study Student Conference

00
S S

Overall, students from Social Science tend to participate in these academic
cooperation activities more than students in other fields, unless a qualification of
participants in a particular field is specified e.g. International College Student
Exchange Program in the field of ICT. This might be due to the fact that ASEAN

issues directly involve those in International Relations, which is in the field of Social

Science.

Question 9: Participation in AUN activities

The results of this question in each activitylare shown below.

Table 12: Past participation of respondents in AUN’s activities

The 8" ASEAN The 8" International
Youth Cultural College Student
Forum Exchange Program

Japan-ASEAN
Student Conference

Past Participation
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Overall, most of the respondents have never participated in the AUN’s
activities before. This group of research sampling could be beneficial in terms of
noticing the initial impacts of the AUN’s activities because it is the respondents’ first
exposure, so the results should be more noticeable than for their second or third

exposure to this kind of activity.

Question 10: Knowledge of AUN activities

According to the responses of respondents in 3 selected activities, most
respondents have not participated in any AUN activities prior to their current
participation. Therefore, the results in this question were mostly found left unfilled. In
most cases, if there was an answer, it was the name of the activity respondents were
participating in, which means most of respondents do not know of other AUN
activities. For those who named alternate AUN activities, they were mostly faculty
members or graduate students. Therefore, one might say that AUN activities are still
carried out on a limited scale. To give more significant impacts, they need to be
promoted to a wider range of people, while remaining within the field of higher

education.
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4.2.2 Section II: Overall program

Question 11: “How did vou hear about the activity?”

In responding to the question, respondents may choose more than one answer to
indicate the source of information for the activity. The choices are Office of
International Affairs of the university, publication, internet, and other. They were

asked to specify the source if they chose ‘other’.

The results for this question in proportion by percentage are shown below.

Table 13: Respondents’ channels to each activity

The 8" ASEAN The 8" International
Youth Cultural College Student
Forum Exchange Program

In conclusion, Office of International Affairs of the university was chosen the

Japan-ASEAN
Student Conference

Channels to Activity

most, followed by ‘other’, while other channels like internet and publication were
chosen to a very slight degree. To be more specific, those who chose ‘other’
mentioned their sources as namely professors and friends. Inclusive of friends,
professors, and Office of International Affairs were over 80 percent of responses.
Therefore, the implication to this finding is that the most successful channel for
promoting these academic cooperation activities is “education”. Hence, deepening the
cooperation between universities in the region could be one means of enhancing the
capacity of ASEAN academic institutions, as well as regional integration, through

information exchanges and linkages among institutions in ASEAN member countries.
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Question 12: “What is the main reason for applving for the conference?”

In this question, respondents were asked to choose their reason(s) for applying
for the activity. They could simply choose one reason out of the five given, but if they
chose more than one reason, they were asked to rate each choice in order of
significance. Number 1 indicated the main reason and number 5 the least significant
reason for applying to the activity, according to the respondents’ opinion. Apart from
the five given choices, respondent could choose “other” and identify the reason in the

blank space provided.

The choices for reasons in each activity were designed to be different due to the
uniqueness and objectives set in each activity®, but the choices were mainly set by
similar criteria.

Reason 1: refers to the main activity of each activity,

Reason 2: refers to the transnational cooperation aspect,
Reason 3: refers to the friendship creation aspect,

Reason 4: refers to the personal desire to travel of respondents,
Reason 5: refers to an obligation or reccommendation from others

According to the objectives and success indicators of all activities, the first three
reasons were found to be related to what was mentioned in the proposal and related

documents of each activity.

The findings indicating respondents’ choices are shown below.

3 See details in Chapter 3.



93

1000 = — L I T
000 —

2000

1000 -

Percentage of Respondent for cach Reason

,,,,,, S - ﬂ e
i i

) g -
| Recommend |
i atior

000 ‘

Main

Aoty | ‘Cocperalion: | Fregdship | Travel Others
‘

|8 Pre-Test 60.88

5752 | iSpz
EPost-Test 61.77

6212 | 5317

| 37.35 | 713

0.00
fL 3504 | 756 000

B,

i

|

|

!

|

T
e

In this question, the choices of reason(s) for applying for the activity are:
Reason 1: to discuss ASEAN issues and gain more understanding,

Reason 2: to participate and help promote Japan and ASEAN cooperation,
Reason 3: to create friendships with ASEAN and Japanese students,
Reason 4: to have an opportunity to travel and learn more about Japan,

Reason 5: to follow the recommendation of teachers, parents, friends, etc.

Although reason 1, 2, and 3 were dominant answers in both tests, they were
chosen more in the post-tests. Some respondents changed their answers after joining
the activity, as evidenced by the decreased selection of reason 4 and the increased

selection of reason 1, 2, and 3 in post-test results.

The results show that the conference was well-responded to, in terms of serving
its objectives and conformity with the program’s success indicators as mentioned in

the program’s proposal.
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Figure 19: Main reason for participation (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

In this question, the choices of reason(s) for applying for the activity are:

Reason 1: To perform cultural activities with others,

Reason 2: To participate in an activity aimed to promote the cooperation
between ASEAN countries,

Reason 3: to create friendships with ASEAN students,

Reason 4: to have an opportunity to travel to Singapore and learn more about
Singapore,

Reason 5: to follow the recommendation of teachers, parents, friends, etc.

In pre-test results, most of the respondents chose reason 1, 2, and 3 respectively.
The same trend occurred in the post-test results, with most selected choices still
dominated by reason 1, 2, and 3 respectively, but to a higher degree in comparison to

the pre-test results.

Observably, all choices increased in selection in post-test results except ‘other’,
which could simply be because respondents changed from selecting “other’ to other
choices. Hence, one may say that the outcome of this activity meets the objectives set

prior to the program.
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Figure 20: Main reason for participation

(the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

In this question, the choices of reason(s) for applying for the activity are:

Reason 1: To gain academic knowledge in the field of ICT in Korea,

Reason 2: To participate in an activity aimed to promote cooperation between
ASEAN countries and Korea,

Reason 3: to create friendships with ASEAN and Korean students,

Reason 4: to have an opportunity to travel and learn more about Korea,

Reason 5: to follow the recommendation of teachers, parents, friends, etc.

Since this is a long program (one academic year), the results gained in this mid-
activity test show the impact of the program in the middle of the activity, which is
after four months of participation. Mostly, respondents chose reason 1 followed by
reason 3 and reason 4. Surprisingly, reason 2, which is one of the three objectives of
this activity, did not fall in the top three choices of respondents. This might be due to
the growth of Korean influence in ASEAN countries, particularly pop culture now
being spread among ASEAN youth, which could lead to the desire to travel to Korea

and admiration for Korean culture.

In this case, apart from joining the mainstream activity of studying ICT,

learning the Korean language, and being exposed to Korean culture, what must also
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be enhanced is ASEAN awareness and regional bonds. Therefore, having respondents
arrange some activities to promote ASEAN together during their one year experience

in Korea, is strongly encouraged.

Question 13 (form A, B, C and D): “Which ASEAN pillar most attracts vou?”

In this question, respondents in short programs were asked to choose the most
attractive pillar of ASEAN: political security, economy, and socio-culture. This would
show the baseline of their interests, which would affect their answers in knowledge,
understanding, awareness and attitude towards ASEAN. If respondents chose more
than one issue, they were to rank them by number, starting from 1 as most attractive

1ssue.

The results shown in figure 21 are what was chosen by ASEAN Respondents.
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Figure 21: The most attractive ASEAN issue (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

The results show that before the conference, the environmental aspect which is
included in the political pillar was rated as most attractive, followed by economic and
socio-cultural respectively. However, after the conference we can see a shifting of
interest from the political pillar towards the other two pillars, where economic was

rated the most attractive, followed by socio-cultural and environment. This could
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represent two possibilities: the conference emphasized economic and socio-cultural
cooperation which could make respondents believe that those pillars would benefit
ASEAN member countries more at their current stage; or environment was not
emphasized in the conference, which might have led to the decrease in interest for this
aspect. Overall, the results demonstrate the impact of this conference on attitudes of
the respondents, since respondents seem to be more interested in economic and socio-

cultural cooperation after attending the conference.
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Figure 22: The most attractive ASEAN issue (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

The results show that apart from major interest in the socio-cultural field, some

respondents also rated economic and political security respectively.

Overall, the results show that dominant answer is in accordance with the
nature of each activity. Obviously, the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, where the
emphasis is on all pillars, gathers participants from all related fields. Therefore, the
choices of most attractive issue did not show a significant variation among all three
issues. In contrast, the socio-cultural issue was rated significantly higher than the
other two issues in the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, which emphasizes the

cultural aspect.
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Question 13 (form E and F): “After your participation in this program, what is

your future plan? Would your future career path involve promoting ASEAN

countries’ relations?”

Since the International College Student Exchange is a long program, a special
question was added. The question was designed to be different from the short
programs by aiming to investigate the respondents’ commitment to the region, as well

as to determine awareness of the region with regard to their future career paths.

According to the results, excluding one who did not answer, 41.66% showed
commitment to their own progress and self development, 25% showed commitment to
the region, 16.66% showed commitment to the nation, while 16.66% reflected that

they had now been reminded about commitment to the region.

Some examples of the answers which showed commitment to the respondents’

own progress and self-development are:

“I will apply for master degree program that provide by ASEAN University Network
and this program provides good opportunity for me to find a good job in the near future.”

Respondent of International College Student Exchange Program

“I want to continue for master degree and upgrade until top level, and also want to
work in the in public sector or international organization”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

Some examples of the answers which showed commitment to the region are:

“Yes, definitely my career path will involve in promoting ASEAN countries relation.”
Respondent of International College Student Exchange Program
“I wish to know more information about ASEAN. Yes, I wish my future career involve

inthat.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program
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Some examples of the answers which showed commitment to the nation are:

“I am going to finish my bachelor in my country and then I would like to continue my
master in Korea. After that I will go back to work at my country to develop my country.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

“My future plan is to be a researcher and be useful to my country. Involving the
promotion of ASEAN country relations can be joining the AUN scholarship to my Master
degree.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

Some answers which showed that respondents were reminded of their

commitment towards the region:

“Currently 1 haven’t set my goals yet but I'm including promoting ASEAN countries
relations to my options.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

“Since my major is Computer Science, I would probably work as a programmer. |
might still help in the promotion of ASEAN countries relations, though at the moment I don't
know how to do such.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

Interestingly, most of the respondents (30.8%) showed a strong desire to
continue their studies in Korea when asked about their future. Some of their

responses were:

“My future plan is to further my study in Master’s Degree in Korea by applying for the
scholarship that available.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

“I would like to graduate and take MA in Korea.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program
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Since one of the objectives4 of this activity is human resource development to
create ICT experts for ASEAN, it is also therefore important to emphasize the digital
divide in ASEAN countries. Respondents must be able to realize their potential to
take part in developing the field of ICT where development is still in necessary in

ASEAN countries.

Question 14: “If you could design the theme of a future activity, what aspect of

ASEAN will you be interested in?”

This part allows youths to show their creative ideas and provides an opportunity
to remind them of their responsibility in developing the region. It can also highlight
the aspect of ASEAN which youths are interested in. The responses show initiatives

of youths in regional development in various ways.

Generalizing the comments of respondents, they can be summarized in some of
these themes: education, economics and culture, agriculture and fishery, politics,
sustainable development, tourism, integration into global economy, regional security,
defense and military, market integration, friendship, sharing knowledge, cultural

integration, etc. Some of their campaigns for ASEAN development are as below.

“Secondary school student study trip to ASEAN country, because this range of age is
easy for them to understand the culture and information.”

Respondent of the 8™ ASEAN-Youth Cultural Forum

“ASEAN students help ASEAN students (help students in rural area at ASEAN country
especially in Least Development Country). Moreover, I would like to create ASEAN Students
camp.”

Respondent of the 8™ International College Student Exchange Program

* See details in Chapter 3.
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Question 15: What do vou find most useful in arranging the conference?

In order to allow respondents to share their opinions freely, this question was
designed to be an open question which made the results of this question varied. Some
examples of respondents’ comments are: round table discussion, lecture, workshop,
excursion, knowledge about ASEAN, friendship, etc. Some comments of respondents

are:

“This discussion is very useful for exchanging knowledge on ASEAN issues”
Respondent of Japan-ASEAN Student Conference

“Maybe the lecture, it is quite funny that I learn about Indonesian traditional music in
Singapore and 1 did not learn when I was in my country (Indonesia). This activity also
introduced us more about Singapore and ASEAN ™

Respondent of the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

“Maybe it's the strengthening of ASEAN countries relations. It gives you the possibility
of meeting other bright minds from ASEAN countries. It's rare that you get the chance to be
classmates with people from other ASEAN countries.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

“It gives more chance for ASEAN students to study more about ICT which is different
from their own country, can exchange culture and knowledge with others friends from
different country, make understanding about the religion of each country.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

The results from this question can be taken into consideration for the
development of activities in academic cooperation programs which would make a

better impression and have more significant impacts on respondents.
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Question 16-19: “Give rating regarding the activity”

From question 16 to 19, participants were asked to give a rating on a scale of 5
(strongly negative, negative, neutral, positive, and strongly positive). They were asked
to give a rating regarding the activity in the four following aspects:

Question 16: beneficial to themselves,

Question 17: beneficial to enhancing their knowledge about ASEAN,

Question 18: beneficial to cooperation within ASEAN

(or ASEAN and Japan for Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

Question 19: their total satisfaction for the activity.

The results from each activity are shown in the tables below.

Table 14: Benefits of activity (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

Strongly Strongly
: ; | "'” Post
TRATTETNE ASEAN  46.01 61.06‘ 53.98 35.40‘ ’07.00 177 0.00 "o.'do 0.00 0.00
‘Japan | 6429 6429 1786 3214 714 357 357:'§ 1000 0.00° 0.00
TR ASEAN 5398 5841 4513 3717 000 265 000 000 000 0.00
Japan | 57.14 60.71 2857 3571 73;57':"; 357~ 0;00'% : 0".00-{ 0.00 0.00
TRETTENT ASEAN 3982 5487 5221 3451 708 000 000

19. Satisfaction

Post Pre
26.79 41.07 5357 5000 1607 893 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
32.14 28.57 5357 5536 893 1429 179 179 0.00 0.00
2143 3214 4643 44.64 2857 2321 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
28.57 37.50 4821 4286 1250 19.64 7.14 0.00 0.00 0.00

Post Pre
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Table 16: Benefits of activity (the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

23.08 0.00 10.00 0.00

76.92

6154 3846 . - 000 0.00 0.00
6923 2308 769 0.00 0.00
6923 30077 5000l 000 0.00

The results shown in Table 14 are the choices of respondents at the Japan-
ASEAN Student Conference. On this occasion, the results of Japanese respondents
were taken in consideration to observe the differences and similarities between the
pre-and post activity results of ASEAN and Japanese respondents. Noticeably, the
results in table 2 show an increasing score from pre-activity to post-activity results for
both ASEAN and Japanese respondents. However, it was found that the results for
Japanese respondents are rated relatively higher in general, as most ratings by
Japanese respondents fall under “strongly positive” for every aspect and none of the
ratings decreased, while the majority of ratings by ASEAN respondents fall into both

the “positive” and “strongly positive” categories.

Although all of the aspects increased in term of the ratings of ASEAN
respondents, this is not as remarkable as the increases among Japanese respondents.
Possible explanations for the higher scores given by Japanese respondents could relate
to the factor of respondents’ knowledge background. ASEAN knowledge is somewhat
new to Japanese respondents, so joining such a conference could be very beneficial
and have more significant impacts on them, as evidenced by the improvement that
increased noticeably. Since ASEAN respondents are familiar with ASEAN issues,
particularly as the selected respondents in this conference are mostly from AUN
member universities, this could perhaps leads to lower improvement results with
regard to the benefits of such a conference, when compared to the Japanese
respondents. From this perspective, it is important to encourage enthusiasm among
ASEAN youths in future activities for better results and more significant impacts on

respondents.
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In the 8" ASEAN-Youth Cultural Forum, the attitudes of respondents
towards this activity fall under “Positive” which is the lowest score when comparing
all three activities in this research sampling. Importantly, the post-test results
decreased from pre-test results in most aspects except the knowledge aspect. The
same trend was also reflected in the interviews during respondents’ participation in
the event. Generally, participants commented on the lack of clarity of information
regarding the event before their participation, the schedule being too tight, and limited
opportunities to interact with ASEAN participants from all nations. Other than that,
they were satisfied with the activity. Generally, the respondents’ opinions towards this
activity were still rated as “positive”. Perhaps, the mechanisms of this activity should
be re-evaluated carefully to determine why respondents who joined the activity did
not indicate through the results that the activity helped them in terms of benefit to
themselves, enhancement of ASEAN cooperation, or satisfaction with the activity

after their participation.

Theoretically, this activity should be a good opportunity for participants to learn
how to cooperate and compromise on cultural aspects, through the method of learning
by doing. During the activity, participants were assigned to work in teams. A team
was designed to consist of two universities from different countries. Each team was
assigned to create a performance which was a mixture of their traditions for the
closing ceremony. However, it would create an even more unique stage event and
have more significant impacts if one team was comprised of participants from each of
the ten ASEAN member countries. Brainstorming and mutually blending their
traditions into one performance which demonstrates that the diverse cultures of

ASEAN can cooperate and be woven together, would lead to cultural integration.

In the 8" International College Student Exchange Program, respondents
rated every aspect as “strongly positive” which had the highest percentage in
comparison with the other activities in this research sampling. This represents the
usefulness of, and satisfaction with, this activity according to the respondents’

opinions.
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In conclusion, respondents in every activity found the activity to be useful to
themselves, to have enhanced their knowledge regarding ASEAN, and ASEAN
cooperation within ASEAN and other countries. Most respondents were satisfied

with the activity they were participating in.

Question 20: “Please feel free to leave your comments or suggestions on this

activity.”

The results of this part are varied since no choices were given, in order to allow
respondents to share their opinions freely. Generally, respondents’ comments can be
summarized as e.g. schedule too tight, more time and less moving around, more
interaction among ASEAN participants, more discussion on ASEAN issues, more
information regarding the activity for participants before joining the activity, people

speaking too fast (language difficulty).

Some of the respondents’ comments are:

“I think this program really make ASEAN student improve their knowledge and gain

their experience.”

Respondent of Japan-ASEAN Student Conference

“This kind of scholarship is the best way to enhanced student’s soft skill and hard skill
in term of learning from Korean case of development. I can say that continuing this program
will be a good way to improve ASEAN's students to be a better person for society and further
movre to develop their country because I'm sure that these students are best students in their
country and also will be the leader someday, nationally, or international

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program
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Many of the respondents would like to learn more about ASEAN countries:

“I would be interested to study each country's culture.”

Respondent of the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum

“It would be interesting if there are activities like seminars, workshops, or exhibitions
that will introduce the culture of the ASEAN countries including the similarities and the
differences. It is also nice to have one event wherein all respondents from these programs will
gather and share their experiences and stories.”

Respondent of the 8" International College Student Exchange Program

Alumni were also mentioned in several comments by respondents from the long
program. This might be due to the fact that the longer duration of participation creates

a stronger bond with the program than for those in short programs.

Some respondents’ comments are:

“All AUN program is beneficial and need a little improvement which we need to gather
and keep on track all the alumni so that the networking will not lost. We can create ASEAN.”

Respondent of the 8™ International College Student Exchange Program

“I hope in the future there will be ASEAN ROK exchange program alumni association.
So together we can promote ASEAN Countries relation.”

Respondent of the 8™ International College Student Exchange Program

These comments are the voices of youth who participated in the activities. Hence,

they can be taken in consideration of the future development of the AUN activities.
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4.2.3  Section III: Attitudes and awaiéné&g towards ASEAN

Question 21: “In general, how familiar are you with ASEAN?”

In this question, respondents were asked to choose the level of their familiarity
with ASEAN in general. There were four choices: very familiar, somewhat familiar, a
little familiar, not at all familiar. The results shown below are what was chosen by

respondents in each activity.

Table 17: Familiarity with ASEAN (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

000 089 177

ASEAN 2301 2920 5752 5930 1770 973 0.88

Japan 1429 2500 50.00 4640 2500 2500 000 000 1071 3.60

Table 18: Familiarity with ASEAN (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

o

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post
16.07 16.07 4286 66.07 2500 1429 1071 179 536 179

Table 19: Familiarity with ASEAN (the 8™ International College Student Exchange Program)

According to the results of all activities, the results share the same trend among

all respondents with the dominant answer being “Somewhat familiar”. Hence, the
results in this section show a relatively positive response since the questions enquire

about fundamental knowledge, understanding, and a certain awareness about ASEAN.
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Question 22: “From which source have you learned about ASEAN?

In responding to the question, respondents chose had the following choices:
advertisement, books, television, radio, newspaper, internet, movies, music, sports,
family members, friends, school, traveling, work experiences, other, and none of the
above. Respondents could select more than one answer. Since there was no difference
from pre-test results to post-test results, or only a very slight change, only pre-test

results were selected to be presented here.

The table below shows the responses for each activity. The choice most selected

in each activity is highlighted.

Table 20: Sources to learn about ASEAN rated by respondents in each activity

| The 8" ASEAN International

“ St:(?gl?:l g:i:?el:gxce Youth Cultural College Student
Forum Exchange Program

S R
14% 10% 10%
R s
2% i 2%
14% o 12%
13% 12% 12%
AT W
o & %
4% e e
3 5% 5%
5% 2% 2%
5 2% %

Overall, the most selected sources for learning about ASEAN by respondents in
all activities share the same trend. The dominant answers fall on school, books,
newspaper, and internet. The results show that school was most selected, which

made it rank first in every activity. This finding emphasizes that school is the most
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effective channel to disseminate ASEAN knowledge to the population, particularly
youths. From this perspective, one might say that knowledge and awareness about
ASEAN is best disseminated and embedded through education. Therefore, if
academic cooperation between institutions in ASEAN countries draws them closer to
each other, there will be better results for the future development of regional

understanding and consolidation among their people.

Apart from education which involves school and books, multimedia plays a
major role in reaching out to students, as we can observe that internet and newspaper
were ranked in the top 5 most selected choices in every activity. Internet in
particular was selected as equally, or slightly less important, than school. This
emphasizes that the digital divide is being reduced in the region, as observable
through the fact that the amount of access to internet per capita for ASEAN countries
is increasing. The incremental increase can be seen even more significantly when
observing the trend over the past decade. According to ASEAN Community in Figure
2009, the growth of internet subscribers/users from ASEAN countries has
continuously increased, with a tremendously increase in some countries e.g. Brunei,
Malaysia, Thailand, and Vietnam. The figures can be observed as shown below.

ASEAN internet subscribers/users per 1000 persons

Country 1998 2000 2003 2005 2006 2007

Brunei Darussalam 63.5 50.4 1993 360.8 416.9 416.9

Cambodia 0.2 05 25 3.1 46 48
Indonesia 28 92 376 354 469  56.1
Lao PDR 0.1 14 33 42 1s 171
Malaysia 890 2139 3450 4237 5423 5645 D
Myanmar 0.0 0.0 02 06 0.7 0.8 X CH LIBRP
Philippines 113 201 493 548 592 603
Singapore 1002 4817 4201 3793 3459 2304
Thailand 83 374 955 1134 1307 2100
Viet Nam 0.1 25 378 1272 1721 2045
ASEAN 32 251 S87 776 969 1149

Source - ASEAN Sacretanat Stabistical Yearbook 2J08, t3k2n fom ASEAN leccmmunic3ions 3gencies
(35 pudlished on ofcial wabsiias and publcations)

Figure 23: Number of ASEAN internet subscribers/users per 1000 persons

Source: ASEAN Community in Figure 2009 (ASEAN Secretariat, 2010: 41)
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Question 23: “At what level do vou think you understand ASEAN in each

perspective?”

In this question, respondents were asked to rate the level of their understanding
in eight perspectives: economy, politics, international relations, culture, language,
history, religion, and environment. They could rate as low, medium, good, and very

good.

The results shown below are the choices of respondents in each activity. Apart
from highlighting the most rated in pre-test and post-test in each perspective, the most

rated among all perspectives are underlined.

Table 21: Understanding on ASEAN (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

ASEAN

| o 28
ASEAN 619 7S
~Japan 357
ASEAN  9.73
~Japan | 10.70.

ASEAN 18.00 22.10 46.00 54.90 33.00 1860 3.50 2.65
Japan | 357 L 0.7

ASEAN

"ASEAN 8385
Japan | 714 2140" 21
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Table 22: Understanding on ASEAN (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

Pre Post Pre Post ~e” Post '_Pre
000 536 3571 4821 3929 4107 1429 1071
179 357 3750 3750 3393 4286 2143 1786
893 536 3393 3750 4464 4464 1071 893
1893 1071 4821 6 ’ ,

714 714 2857 4107 3214 4107 2679 1071

Table 23: Understanding on ASEAN (the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

LY e ; _—

0.00 38.46 61.54 0.00

0.00 23.08 53.85 23.08
15.38 1538 53.85 15.38
23.08 38.46 38.46 0.00
15.38 30.77 30.77 23.08
15.38 23.08 46.15 15.38
23.08 46.15 30.77 0.00
15.38 38.46 38.46 7.69

This question aims to observe the level of understanding ASEAN in each
perspective among respondents through self-evaluation. For the activities where post-
test and pre-test are available, one would expect that the results improve after the

respondents’ participation in the activity.

Referring to the results of the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, the post
result did increase as expected. Generally the results of both ASEAN and Japanese
respondents increased, yet not by a large percentage for ASEAN respondents. Overall,
pre-test and post-test results of ASEAN respondents fall under “good”. In contrast,
the results of Japanese respondents show a more significant increase, where the post-

test results jumped from being dominated by “medium” to “good”. The reason for this
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outcome could be that ASEAN respondents are well aware of ASEAN, which might
lead to only a slight change in their results. On the other hand, Japanese students who
are new to this field of knowledge have indicated a more significant change in the

results from pre-test and post-test.

In the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, the results are dominated by
“medium” both in pre-test and post-test. Interestingly, respondents rated their
understanding in every aspect lower than what they rated in the pre-test. Only
‘economy’, ‘culture’, and ‘language’ show an increase from pre-test to post-test

results.

Respondents in the 8" International College Student Exchange Program
rated their understanding generally as “medium”. Only culture, language, religion,

and environment were rated as “good”.

Overall, the results from the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference show the most
increase from pre-test to post-test, when comparing with the other activities.
Moreover, it is the only event where the dominant answers is “good”. The most rated
in the other two activities is “medium”. This might be due to the nature of the
program, which emphasizes every pillar of ASEAN and so gathers participants from
various fields. Apart from the activities namely workshop, lecture, or discussion,
participants from different fields also have a chance to exchange views and learn from
each other. Therefore, the results from the activity which emphasize all pillars tend
to be more well-rounded than the results from those activities which emphasize a
specialized field. This finding could be taken into consideration when it comes to

future academic cooperation activities.
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QOuestion 24: “Locating ASEAN member countries in the blank map of Southeast

Asia”

In this question, respondents were asked to identify the name of each ASEAN
country on a blank map of Southeast Asia, in order to determine the geographical
knowledge of ASEAN respondents. To gain a score for this question, apart from
showing ability to list 10 ASEAN member countries, respondents must be able to

locate their neighboring countries on a blank map.

The results shown below are the percentage of correct answers by respondents
from each country. In each activity, the average percentages of both pre-test and post-

test are also provided. The highest score by respondents from each country is

highlighted.

Table 24: ASEAN geographical knowledge (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

—' "Pre-TestResult  Post-Test Result
o 86.36 9636
_ 90.91 98.18
— 90.91 90.91
— 90.83 78.33
- 91.00 98.00
_ 54.55 ' - 59.09
_ 75.00 78.33
S 98.18  99.09
RIS 99.17 9917
— 85.83 eEs
- 86.28 SURT0R
b 81.10 9179
_ 85.25 - 88.01
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Table 25: ASEAN geographical knowledge (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

Pre-Test Result Post-Test Result
100.00 100.00
100.00 100.00
98.21 : 80.90
80.00 92.00
83.75 82.50
90.00 94.00
98.33 100.00

189.10 91.40

Result
100.00
56.67
100.00
87.5
100.00
86.15

By having respondents put the names of ASEAN countries on a geographical
map, one would expect the post activity result to be somewhat higher than the pre-

activity result. The results here are not far from was expected, with the trend of an

overall results increase.

In the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, although respondents from
Myanmar and the Philippines gained less than 81% both in pre-test and post-test, the
results of respondents from ASEAN overall, Japan, and the combination of ASEAN
overall and Japan increased. Interestingly, the results indicate a more significant
improvement among Japanese respondents than among ASEAN respondents. To be
more specific, the percentage of correct mapping ability for ASEAN respondents

increased by approximately 1%, from 86.28% in pre-test results to 87.08% in post-test
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results. The results of Japanese respondents increased by 10% from 81.10% to
91.79%. Starting with less knowledge about ASEAN, Japanese respondents could
perform better than ASEAN respondents after the conference. This finding should be
taken into consideration regarding the need for more development in ASEAN
education, particularly the dissemination of fundamental knowledge of their own
neighboring countries and enthusiasm in the ASEAN population for enhancing their
own knowledge. In the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, although not all
respondents from every country performed better after their participation in the
activity, overall ASEAN results show an increase of approximately 2% from 89.10%
to 91.40%. Moreover, respondents in this activity performed well in this question, as
the results of every country in both pre-test and post-test are all over 81%, except for
the respondents from the Philippines. In the 8™ International College Student
Exchange Program, all respondents gained a score of over 80%, except respondents

from the Philippines who gained 56.67%.

To conclude the results in term of the respondents’ cartographic knowledge,
excluding respondents from Myanmar and Philippines, respondents from the rest of
ASEAN countries gained over 81% in their score either pre-test, post-test, or both.
This finding supports the results of Thomson and Thianthai’s survey, which the
questionnaire of this research was adapted from, on attitudes and awareness towards
ASEAN. In the first part of the survey, students from leading universities in ASEAN
were asked to list the names of the ten ASEAN member countries. In the next part,
students were asked to list the names of the countries and identify their location on a
blank map of Southeast Asia. In the first exercise, students from Thailand and
Cambodia could list at least nine of the ten countries, while students from the
Philippines scored the lowest among all ASEAN countries. In the second exercise,
Thai students performed best on the mapping exercise, while students from Myanmar
seemed to show substantially lower cartographic knowledge of ASEAN. It was
concluded in the mentioned survey that: “Students in the Philippines and Myanmar

displayed the least knowledge about ASEAN, although this is not to say that they were
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unknowledgeable; only less so relative to their peers elsewhere” (Thomson and

Chulanee: 2008, p.28-32).

According to the results, as their performance in post-test was generally higher
than pre-test, this pinpoints that respondents gain some fundamental knowledge
regarding ASEAN in terms of the location of their neighboring countries after their
participation in the activity. However, the significance of the knowledge increase still
needs improvement, particularly amongst students from Myanmar and the

Philippines.

Question 25: “Over four decades since the establishment of ASEAN on 8"

August 1967, which pillars of ASEAN have the most vivid cooperation and

development in ASEAN countries in your observation?”

In this question, respondents were asked to choose the pillar that they observed
to have the most vivid cooperation and development. The choices were given in

accordance to ASEAN’s three pillars: political-security, economy, and socio-culture.

The results of each activity are shown below.

8000 i
70.00
6000 e S ———
50.00
20.00

30.00

Percentage of selection

20.00

1000 ———

0.00 . .
Political-Security Economic Socio-Culture

M Pre-Test 38.05 65.49 38.05

i Post-Test 39.82 74.34 42.48

Figure 24: Most vivid ASEAN pillar (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)
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90.00

80.00

70.00
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40.00

30.00

Percentage of selection
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M Pre Result 4464 64.29 76.79
 Post Result 3393 53.57 67.86

Figure 25: Most vivid ASEAN pillar (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)
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i
4 Result | 2308 46.15 6923
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Figure 26: Most vivid ASEAN pillar (the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

In the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, the economic pillar was rated as
having the most vivid cooperation of ASEAN, followed by socio-culture and
political-security. The rating for the socio-cultural pillar and the political security
pillar was relatively equal. In the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, most
respondents rated the socio-cultural pillar as having the most vivid cooperation of
ASEAN, follow by economy and political security. Similar to the trend in the 8"

Youth Cultural Forum, most respondents in the 8" International College Student
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Exchange Program rated the socio-cultural pillar as having the most vivid

cooperation of ASEAN, followed by economy and political security.

The three pillars of ASEAN, Political-Security, Economy, and Socio-Culture,
interact and intertwine. Although every pillar is equally important, in terms of the
pillar which has the most vivid cooperation, according to the Bangkok Declaration,
the economic aspect tends to be the core of this regional cooperation, not far from
what is emphasized by regional cooperation in other regions. However, Suvanajata
argued that rather than economic interests, as literally stipulated in the Bangkok
Declaration, political motivations and common security concerns were the driving
forces for the creation of ASEAN. He believed that although not explicitly stated,
political security is at the foundation of the ASEAN establishment (Suvanajata: 1997,
p.1iii-28). This perspective conforms to Schulz’s view. He sees that the driving forces
for regionalization in Southeast Asia tends to be based on the security aspect:

“Rhetoric has emphasized economic cooperation, while praxis tends to hold out
security issues as the most fundamental aspect of regional cooperation (Schulz,
p-151)".

This notion is proved by observing ASEAN’s behaviour through the decades of
its operation. Noticeably, the slow pace of ASEAN cooperation over the first decade
was due to its efforts to settle disputes and create trust among member countries, in
order to transform an area of wars and conflicts into a group of interdependent
countries which mutually cooperate for further development in various aspects e.g.

political-security, economy, and socio-culture.

The results show that the selection of a pillar is subjective and subject to
respondents’ knowledge background and level of familiarity with ASEAN issues. It
is likely that those who do not specially follow the course of the development of
ASEAN or ASEAN issues, tend to choose the pillar based on their direct experience.
In other words, they tend to choose the pillar which is in relation to the nature of the
activity they are participating in. This is evidenced by the trend in each activity. In

the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, although economy was rated as having the
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most vivid cooperation, socio-culture and political security were relatively equal. This
was due to the nature of activity, which allowed participants to discuss ASEAN issues
under all three ASEAN pillars. Moreover, the participants in this activity were
selected from students of AUN member universities and had some knowledge about
ASEAN. This means the respondents should have been quite aware of ASEAN
affairs. For their generation, economy may have been seen as the most emphasized
pillar, as many laws and treaties have been issued during their lifetime to support
economic cooperation among ASEAN members and between ASEAN and dialogue
partners. Therefore, it is obvious why the economic aspect was chosen the most and
the other pillars rated equally low. On the other hand, the socio-cultural pillar was
rated as having the most vivid cooperation of ASEAN by respondents in the activities
which inclined towards the socio-cultural aspect, like the cultural forum and student

exchange program.

Question 26: “Please check the issues that you feel most crucial for ASEAN to

enhance cooperation and awareness”

The respondents were asked to choose issues that they feel most crucial for
ASEAN to enhance cooperation and awareness. This is to observe respondents’
interests in ASEAN issues and also to broaden participants’ awareness of issues that
need development. The issues that were given in the questionnaire are listed beloq:

e Health maintenance and disease control

e Natural resource and environmental management
e Disaster prevention, relief and recovery assistance
e Educational improvements and exchanges

e Reduction of poverty and economic disparities

e Science and technology development and applications
e Cultural, literary and artistic preservation and promotion
e Regional identity and solidarity enhancement

Apart from these choices, respondents could choose “other” and identify the

issue in the space provided.
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The top three issues most selected by respondents in each activity are
highlighted. The most crucial issue of ASEAN in the respondents’ opinion was

selected from the most common issue among the top three issues in each activity.

The results shown below are the choices of respondents in each activity.

Table 27: Most crucial issues in ASEAN (Japan-ASEAN Student Conference)

38.05°
2.65 177

Table 28: Most crucial issues in ASEAN (the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum)

Pre-Test Post-Test

41.07 51.79
48.21 51.79
33.93 35.71
58.93 58.93
57.14 46.43
51.79 42.86
58.93 51.79
25.00 37.50

0.00 12.50
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Table 29: Most crucial issues in ASEAN (the 8" International College Student Exchange Program)

Relying on the results of the Japan-ASEAN Student Conference, the top three
issues in both pre-test and post-test results are “reduction of poverty and economic
disparities”, “education improvements and exchanges”, and “natural resource and
environmental management”. Overall, as the critical issues of ASEAN countries in
the respondents’ opinion, education and poverty seem to lead the others by a
remarkable percentage. The post-activity results yielded even more of a contrast
between the two most crucial issues and others, especially since the percentage from
pre-test to post-test results for the education issue had the highest increase among all
issues, at around 15% from 59.29% to 75.22%. Observably, the conference makes
respondents more aware of other important issues related to the region, which can be
noticed from the fact that post-activity results all show an increase from pre-activity
results.

th

In the pre-test of the 8" ASEAN Youth Cultural Forum, the most rated issues
are “cultural, literary and artistic preservation and promotion” (58.93%) and
“education improvements and exchanges” (58.93%). What closely followed is
“reduction of poverty and economic disparities” (57.14%). In post-test, the most rated
issue remained ‘“‘educational improvements and exchanges” (58.93%). It was

followed by three more issues which were equally rated at 51.79%. These issues are:
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“health maintenance and disease control”, “natural resource and environmental
management”, and ‘“cultural, literary and artistic preservation and promotion”.
Overall, the highest rated issues in this activity are “educational improvements and

exchanges”, and “cultural, literary and artistic preservation and promotion”.

Dissimilar to other activities is the most rated issue of the 8" International
College Student Exchange Program. “Science and technology development and
applications” was remarkably rated by respondents (92.31%). Despite the
dissimilarity, “‘reduction of poverty and economic disparities” (84.62%) and
“educational improvements and exchanges” (53.85%) still remain among the top
three issues. Besides, “natural resource and environmental management” (53.85%)
was rated equally to education. Unlike the top three for the other activities, issues like
“natural resource and environmental management” and “science and technology
development and applications” were rated among the top three issues in this activity.
This might relate to the fact that the background of these respondents is Science and
the essence of the activity they are joining requires specialized skill in ICT. This
might have caused the most rated issue in this activity to be different than the result

from the other activities in the research sampling.

To conclude the results of all activities, participants tend to choose the crucial
issue based on their knowledge background, interest, and direct experience.
Noticeably, they are likely to choose the issue which directly involves the activity
they are participating in. For instance, one of the top rated issues in the cultural forum
in both pre-test and post-test was cultural, literary and artistic preservation and
promotion (58.93% in pre-test and 51.79% in post-test) and the most rated issue in the
International College Student Exchange Program is Science and technology
development and application (92.31%). Nevertheless, although some activities which
require specialized skill like the cultural forum and student exchange show that the
issue in their field of study and interest was rated among the top three, the selection

on general issues can still be seen. The most common among the top three issues of
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each activity are: “education improvements and exchanges”, and “reduction of

poverty and economic disparities”.

The results demonstrate that academic cooperation activities have an impact in
terms of emphasizing the importance of education to participants. <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>