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Status, Problems and Reform of Research Universities in the U. S.

YUAN Jian

(Institute of Higher Education, Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Beijing 100191)

Abstract; Universities in many countries, either developing or developed. often regard American research universities as their
model because of their excellent performance. However, research universities in the U. S. are now faced with problems such as
a declined growth and uneven distribution of research funding, decreased attraction for talents, and attacks of neo-liberalism on
academic freedom. In order to maintain its leading position in the world, the U. S. government will increase its support for
research universities, emphasize basic research and graduate education, and fight against the attacks of neo-liberalism on universities.
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