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Higher education massification : experience and lesson from Japan
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Abstract : The realization path of mass higher education inJapan is different from that of
the Occident , that is , it arrives through the extensive development of private higher educa
tion which is sendtive to social needs. But , due to the absence of governance , mass higher
education that highly depends on private higher education leads to the decline of education
quality , even nation-wide campus upheaval. In order to get rid of the criss, desgn new uni-
versty and higher education system that agrees with the massfication process, Japanese gov-
ernment (MEXT)carried out a seriesof policy exploration, the most typical one of whichisa
consultancy report submitted by Central Education Consderation Committee in 1971. This
report includes 13 reform ideas. In many aspects, the problems that mass higher education
encountered in Japan are dlilar to those of in China, which is in the rapid development
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process of mass higher education,s0 ,the policies it regulated to solve problems can be en-
lightening for China.
Key words: higher education; massfication ; Japan ; experiences and lessons
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