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Abstract 

This paper provides an account of the process for the scholarly publications of Phi Beta 
Delta. In doing so, the author explains the context for the establishment of Phi Beta Delta, the 
need for scholarly publications, and the bifurcation of the Society’s publication activity. Since 
the founding two scholarly journals were established. The author concludes, that due to the first 
journal though well written, but not being widely circulated nor indexed, the second journal 
should use its connection with indexers to disseminate that knowledge.  
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This paper examines the establishment of two peer reviewed journals in the context of the 
events occurring prior to and after the development of the honor society, Phi Beta Delta. These 
journals are the International Review (IR) published 1990-2002, and the International Research 

and Review (IRR) published from 2011-present. The paper will examine the development of 
these journals. It will explain their contributions to the knowledge base of international 
education, and how they were affected by the growing methods of communicating information. 
In addition, it will trace the evolution of the purpose of the journals. To show the meaning of 
establishing the IRR, one has to understand the environment preceding the establishment of Phi 
Beta Delta.  

The scholarly publication knowledge base for international education was small in 1986, 
the year Phi Beta Delta Honor Society for International Scholars was founded. Events and 
circumstances prior to the founding of Phi Beta Delta informs readers of the increased attention 
to and recognition of international education as an important dimension in higher education 
institutions. International education was a dimension that would need to break down silos and 
coordinate the elements of international education. The founding was prior to widespread use 
and availability of computers to search the internet. It was a time when international education 
was struggling to be heard. The campus scene of international education was fragmented; 
divided by academic disciplines, by administrative oversight, and by confusion over its 
definition. Harari (1972, p. 3) defined the term, international education as  

"International education" is an all-inclusive term encompassing three major strands: (a) 
international content of curricula, (b) international movement of scholars and students 
concerned with training and research, and (c) arrangement & engaging U.S. education 
abroad in technical assistance and educational cooperation programs. 
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What Harari left out of the definition, or has emphasized less, is study abroad for the purpose of 
knowledge and engagement with other cultures. However, he relied on Professor Freeman Butts 
to identify in more detail the elements of study abroad. 

…international education may be thought of as embracing the programs of activity 
which identifiable educational organizations deliberately plan and carry out for their 
members (students, teachers, and closely related clientele), with one of (or possibly 
both) two major purposes in mind: (a) the study of the thought, institutions, techniques, 
or ways of life of other peoples and of their interrelationships, and (b) the transfer of 
educational institutions, ideas, or materials from one society to another (Butts, 1969). 

 
Neither Harari nor Butts specifically mention in their descriptions the role of scholarly 

publication of research and ideas about international education. However, their work followed 
an almost forgotten piece of legislation in which the ideas of scholars of international 
education were brought together in a collection to inform the passage of the IEA-66 
(Brademas, 1966). 
 

Context for Establishment of Phi Beta Delta 

The value of the international dimension in higher education was present in the lead-up to 
the proposed International Education Act of 1966. The IEA-66 was the third component of 
President Lyndon Baines Johnson’s great society legislation. To take a step back, well after 
WWII, higher education grappled with its role in supporting the American place in the new 
world order. Programs such as Fulbright exchanges, various U.S. government department grants 
such as USAID, Departments of State, Defense, Agriculture, and the Peace Corps had been 
established. However, by the mid-60s international education was recognized as an emerging 
need. America had to grapple with its role as a leader among nations. Thus the IEA-66 emerged 
as one of the pillar Acts of the Great Society program of President Johnson. 
 The readings to accompany the International Education Act of 1966 (IEA-66) supported 
the third component of the Great Society program (Brademas, 1966). It provided detailed ideas 
on how international education could strengthen society. The sixty-nine articles in this book of 
selected readings for Congress was framed by these two lead articles: International Education: 

Shadow and Substance by Stephen K. Bailey and American Responsibilities in International 

Education by Frank Bowles.i These sixty-nine articles of the Supplement came from institutional 
leaders, faculty experts, practitioners, and professional and community organizations. Among the 
topics they addressed were educational exchanges and interestingly, internationalization of the 
curriculum. The articles were included “for their strong analysis of the needs, prospects, and 
barriers to international education…” (Smithee, 2012, p. 6). The articles that were included serve 
to remind us that although we still grapple with similar issues, “the current generation's view of 
international education has been affected by improved means of communication, increased 
numbers of publications, and use advanced technology to communicate and receive ideas which 
have changed perceptions of how the world works” (Smithee, 2012, p. 6). 
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 The IEA-66 provided a forum for scholars, practitioners, and organizations’ input on the 
need for international education. This broad and grand idea and legislation was passed by 
Congress. However, it was not funded. The needs of the war in Vietnam emerged as a higher 
priority. Still, the readings were a landmark of thinking about international education in that they 
established a recognition that the curricula of U.S. higher education needed to foster in its 
students a firm conceptual grasp of the politico-socio-economic world environment.  
 This centrally funded program was not realized. In the aftermath of the failure of the 
IEA-66 funding from Congress and other government bodies higher education institutions 
seeking to maintain international exchanges depended in part on the piecemeal needs of the 
budget of such entities as the US Agency for International Development, the Agricultural 
department, the State Department, the Department of Defense and others. The Fulbright program 
was in full swing at that time. These programs facilitated faculty exchanges, and to an extent 
student-scholar exchanges. This was not enough. Advocates involved in the process of 
facilitating international exchanges, such as campus faculty, administrators, and students, as well 
as national, international, and non-governmental organizations, such as: AFS, AIEA, 
AMIDEAST, ASIA Foundation, CIEE, IIE, NAFSAii and more, realized there were restrictions 
on their advocacy, imposed by federal government rules related to receipt of government funds. 
Criticisms of exchanges processes, desires for improvement in the international educational 
process showed advocates that other avenues of approach were needed.iii 

These advocates in U.S. higher education focused on study abroad, facilitating foreign 
students coming to the U.S. for their education, and English language programs. In addition to 
these functions, there was a movement to establish among campus leaders the value of 
international education. The value was often expressed as international exchange of faculty and 
researchers to improve knowledge and research in various disciplines, presence of international 
students on campus to serve as a broadening component to the education of Americans, cross-
cultural discussions in the classroom, presence of foreign teaching assistants, and the prestige 
and financial benefits of having foreign students studying at the U.S. university. The 
establishment of AIEA was one such association organized to enhance the dialogue between 
leader-administrators in the field of international education (AIEA, 2021). 

What changed in international education by 1986? First, there were dramatic and steady 
increases in the numbers of students. International students were 100,262 in 1966. It more than 
doubled from 1966 to 1987, and doubled again between 1987 and 2011. In 2011, the number of 
international students had risen to 723,277. On the study abroad side, by 1994 the domestic study 
abroad students were not even one-hundred thousand. However, by 2011 a steady increase 
resulted in 300,000 domestic study abroad students.iv Second, stakeholders in international 
education were actively listening to their constituents. For example, NAFSA developed a set of 
guidelines in response to serious issues regarding aggressive religious evangelists on campus, 
intentions of community volunteers, and unscrupulous recruiters of foreign students (NAFSA, 
1979). 

In light of the increases of international students and study abroad, by the mid-1980s, 
there came to be a growing sense that international education was gaining in importance and 
value. Yet, the organization of U.S. higher education institutions as a whole was not yet ready to 
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accommodate changes in its structure. Advocacy for international education most often came 
from faculty and administrators with a vested interest. These were usually in academic programs 
that were large and important to the institution, such as master’s degree programs in computer 
science, or generally in the STEM fields. Academic programs and research typically requested 
and received funding grants from governmental and non-governmental organizations. Certain 
individual faculty were very much internationalized or receptive to internationalization, either 
because they conducted research abroad or were faculty originally born in another country. 
However, coordination of these grants and partnerships remained largely decentralized. In rare 
cases an individual was appointed to manage the variety of such programs. Most institutions 
thought more in terms of gaining increased activity by encouraging Americans (mostly 
undergraduates) to study abroad but, allowed for (later recruiting) an increased number of 
foreign students (whose legal, cultural, and personal issues were taken care of by an 
international office) attending various programs of study. Higher education institutions found 
both graduate and undergraduate students from abroad (later grouped under the rubric of 
‘international students’) in differing proportions. Research institutions for example would often 
have larger proportions of graduate students to serve as graduate assistants, or to attend signature 
academic programs. These programs often became pods of income, such as master’s programs in 
computer science, and various engineering specialties.  

Administrators of study abroad programs were valued because their programs often 
produced a positive balance sheet, or allowed faculty to lead students in study trips abroad. 
Administrators of international offices receiving foreign students did not have the same clout. 
Faculty who advocated for an internationalized curriculum were not widespread. Recognition of 
international education was left wanting. As a result, advocates of international education were 
left without a place at the table where decisions were made. Still needed were decisions that 
envisioned an internationalized campus, one that extoled and promoted the international 
dimensions of campus. It took twenty-five years (1986-2011) until a clearer picture of 
international education emerged. This picture, published by NAFSA, articulated the notion of 
comprehensive internationalization (Hudzik, 2011).  

But for those in the early 1980’s higher education realm, as with other stakeholders, 
the international dimension of the governmental, non-governmental, and professional 
organizations was framed in ways that suited their mission at that time. For the campus, that 
meant the academic mission was paramount. International dimensions included study abroad 
programs, recruiting, admitting, receiving foreign students, managing English language 
programs, foreign language programs, and so on. These international dimensions, originally 
small and elite, only began to grow as demand and opportunities arose at home and abroad. 
Higher education institutions typically responded to this growth by accommodating it within 
their current mission and organizational structure. However, as growth became noticeable, 
professional organizations began to advocate for standards and for overt recognition of 
international education.  
 Given this scenario, campus leaders were bracketed by institutional decision-making in 
organizational silos. Silos can be present in nearly all organizations, higher education included. 
For example “….educators and institutions of higher learning can be the least innovative because 
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they build silos and focus on deep learning rather than interdisciplinary problems and ideas” 
(Senge and Christensen, 2015). These silos spread the elements of international education across 
the campus divisions. International student services, for example, were most often housed in 
Student Affairs, study abroad was housed in Academic Affairs, English as a Second Language 
was often in the Continuing Education college. There were very few stakeholders with access to 
the Dean’s Council. Recognizing this, how to break down those barriers was often considered at 
various professional organizations, such as AIEA and NAFSA. By 1986, these two 
organizations, among others, knew what needed to be done, but finding pathways for a 
discussion of the campus-wide value of international education with the institutional leadership 
was elusive. 

The Need for a Scholarly Society 

Finding ways to reach the institutional leadership of higher education institutions was a 
conundrum that provided the background for the establishment of Phi Beta Delta in 1986. This 
academic honor society was organized to recognize academic achievement of international 
students (domestic and foreign) as well as enhance the campus-based international programs, and 
encourage publication of scholarly works. Both domestic and students from abroad were 
considered international students due to their educational study and experience outside of their 
own country. In addition, Phi Beta Delta was “formed to develop an honor society which would 
focus on international education and exchange, and also serve as a catalyst for international 
programming” (Anatol, 1996, p.3)v. Supporting this ideal, John Greisbergervi commented that 
“we have created a national…and an international, network of scholars who acknowledge the 
importance of the international dimension of their work” (Greisberger, 1996, p. i). At the twenty-
fifth anniversary of Phi Beta Delta’s founding Greisberger further commented, “Twenty-five 
years ago internationalization of the campus and the curriculum were not the hot topics they are 
today; nor was educating globally competent students. Today, however, these topics take center 
stage at colleges and universities around the globe” (Greisberger, 2011, p. 9). 

Phi Beta Delta’s founding by-laws spell out the society’s objectives: “(a) recognizing 
achievement in international educational interchange; and in doing so, serve as a catalyst to 
increase the recognition, credibility, and importance of the international experience, (b) 
developing a network/cadre of individuals (students, faculty, and staff) involved in the 
international experience, (c) creating a catalyst for international academic based programming on 
campuses, and (d) connecting individuals on university campuses and throughout the world 
involved in the international experience…” (Phi Beta Delta, By-Laws, 1986, p. 1). 

Of particular importance was the idea of the Society as a fulcrum and catalyst for debate 
and discussion through a variety of educational and social programs. These programs would 
bring together campus faculty and administrators, as well as students and staff, in an inclusive 
place of free discussion of ideas. Programs, discussions, and symposia on campus were one way 
of gaining leaders’ attention. Once the recognition of individuals was established, moving to a 
published journal that focused on society member’s research was a natural next step. Shortly 
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after its founding, the Society members agreed that the establishment of a journal would be 
another way of gaining recognition, credibility, and importance for the international experience.  

 
The Founding of a Scholarly Journal 

Besides the Society’s recognition of academic excellence of students, this paper argues 
that publication by faculty and students contributed to the knowledge base of international 
education. Existing research at that time was emerged slowly, and avenues for publication were 
relatively few. In this context, in 1990, just four years after its founding, Phi Beta Delta began 
publishing a journal named, International Review, more formally as: Phi Beta Delta 

International Review: Journal of the Honor Society for International Scholars, (IR). It was 
published and printed from 1990-2002 and sent to a members via their chapter coordinators. The 
journal had every reason to be considered as important to the advancement of international 
education as other journals. Most of the articles were written by associate or full professors, 
many tenured.  

Unfortunately, like the IEA-66, the goal of the IR was achieved over a longer period of 
time. In this instance, the IR was only distributed to Phi Beta Delta members, with the intention 
of a copy being given to campus libraries, as well as key institutional administrators. Its content 
was not included, nor was requested to be included, in any citation indexes. Although some 
eighteen academic libraries do have at least one copy of the IR, only one library has all of the 
copies (WorldCat, 2021). As a result, the articles in the IR had limited impact on international 
education. In addition, these issues still have limited availability to any researchers seeking to 
understand the context of and research on international education between 1990-2002.  

In a report to the Society board of directors, the director of publications found that in the 
context of the publication of the International Review (1) Papers were published for at least the 
following reasons: (a) Paper submissions were drawn from contacts the editors had with the 
Chapters; (b) The general Calls for Papers were successful because at that time PBD was a new 
organization with a publication that met a need; (c) That the editors and Board members were 
adroit in soliciting papers from faculty and through conference presentations; (d) Having a 
publication was an 'incentive' for individuals to present their papers at PBD conferences. (2) 
Some institutions were more active in submitting papers which reflected the strength of the 
commitment to PBD and the leadership at those chapters. (3) Non-members of PBD were 
allowed to submit and publish papers. (4) From 1990-1997, papers were published chiefly by 
faculty, (a) Most were full or associate professors and were tenured; (b) Most of the authors were 
already seasoned veterans of publishing; they had numerous publications to their credit. (5) From 
1998-2002, many more papers were published by non-faculty, and according to one editorial 
board member, "articles were difficult to obtain since there was no organized process…” 
(Smithee, 2011, p. 12 ).vii 

 
Hiatus in Scholarly Publishing 

In spite of its efforts to publish Society research, in 2003, it was decided that the cost of 
printing and distributing the IR was prohibitive. Thus, it ceased publication after the final issue 
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of 2002. However, even before the IR ceased publication, there emerged other journals focused 
on international education. In the time between 1986 and 2011, journals were established such 
as, Journal of Studies in International Education, which began in 1997.viii The list of these 
journals, includes a few long standing journals begun prior to 1986, focused in whole or in part 
on aspects of international education.  

But, the question remained, what happened to the ideas and research published in the IR? 
Between 2002 and 2010, there were no calls for publication of academic papers by Phi Beta 
Delta. The cessation of the IR, derived from the fact that funding and distributing a paper copy 
was not possible, and publication via internet was not yet widely accepted by academia. Yet, 
between 2002-2011, there continued to be calls for a revival of the IR from among current and 
previous Board members.  

By 2002, the only publication going to Society members was the Medallion Newsletter. 
The newsletter had never ceased publication. However, by 2002 it was also clear that print 
publication of the Medallion was not financially feasible either. This publication continued as an 
on-line deliverable to the membership. The Medallion was intended to be a mechanism for 
society news, not an academic publication. The Medallion has served the society well in this 
regard.  

The Reestablishment of a Journal 

Knowing that printing and distributing a journal would not be feasible, it was decided to 
wait for new opportunities. In 2011, once it was determined that a growing number of respected 
academic journals were publishing their journals online, it became feasible for a new Phi Beta 
Delta journal to be established, to carry on the scholarly work of the Society. After discussion 
with key members of the society, it was decided to name the new journal, International Research 

and Review (IRR). Resurrecting a journal after lying nine years fallow brings into question issues 
relevant to the publishing field. The purpose of the new journal was publishing a peer reviewed 
academic journal online, open to all readers rather than to continue such a journal solely as a 
member benefit. In this way the journal would have an opportunity for expanded readership.  

The IRR has now been published for ten years. During this time it became clear that 
those articles in the IR should have access to indexing and wider exposure than was previously 
the case. As a result of the foregoing discussion, one solution to seeing the articles from the IR 
indexed by EBSCO and ERIC, for example, was to reprint selected articles from time to time in 
issues of the newly established Phi Beta Delta journal, International Research and Review (IRR). 
The purpose of including reprinted articles from the IR is to bring to light that research, 
especially research that has current and historically comparative applicability in today’s 
international education environment. In various issues of the IRR articles from the IR have been 
included. For example, in the Spring 2021 issue, there are included three articles:  

• Student knowledge and attitudes toward international health issues: Applications to 

teaching - Mohammed R. Forouzesh, Volume II, Fall 1991, pp. 51-66. 
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• Internationalizing the university: A transactive model of exchange, predicated on 

education, participation and training - Peter A. Dual and Li-Rong Lilly Cheng, 
Volume II, Fall 1991, pp. 67-75. 

• International consortium for research in science and mathematics education 

(ICRSME) : A model for international education research - Donna F. Berlin and 
Arthur L. White, Volume III, Fall 1992-Spring 1993, pp. 99-114. 

The IRR journal thus provides access to the earlier scholarship on important issues such 
as internationalizing the university, international health issues, and issues of how research is and 
should be conducted. All of these topics were discussed at the time of original publication, and 
continue to be discussed today. Ideas and commentary from the past serve to remind the reader 
that ideas and actions today are not necessarily new or innovative. We now have available to us 
on-line, through the research presented in these reprinted articles, an understanding of the 
rationale and importance of the establishment of Phi Beta Delta at a time when the internet was 
in its infancy. These articles articulate the topics important to the rise of international education 
as a player at the table of decision making (Smithee, 2012).  

Today, the IRR is published entirely on-line. It is free and open to all who have an 
internet connection. Its open access allows for a wider audience and facilitates building an 
international education knowledge base. It encourages scholarship on international education and 
seeks articles from researchers who hold a variety of positions including, faculty, staff, and 
students. Since Phi Beta Delta is an honor society it encourages members to publish their 
dissertation research, their master’s and bachelor’s theses, and/or research conducted during their 
careers. In addition, the IRR is also open to articles from non-members. In this way the journal 
expands the Society’s role in adding to the knowledge base of international education and the 
value of membership. 

 
Conclusion 

Since 1990, when the International Review (IR) was founded, many other national and 
international journals focusing on international education have been established. These new 
journals, in much the same way as the IR, articulated the value of international education in its 
many dimensions. Nearly all are supported by larger financial bases than the IRR and they are 
widely indexed and accessible online in academic libraries. Most are available on-line, non-
members/subscribers may be charged a fee for access, rather than open and free to access as is 
the case with the IRR. But, more so this author concludes that the scholarly achievement of 
authors in the IR would benefit international education by having a path for distribution of their 
work. Thus, due to the first journal (IR) being well written but not widely circulated beyond the 
Society members, nor indexed, the second journal (IRR) is using its connection with indexers to 
disseminate that knowledge. For these reasons, future issues of the International Research and 

Review, will include re-prints of articles previously published in the International Review.  
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Endnotes 

 
i  Stephen K. Bailey was Dean of the Maxwell Graduate School of Citizenship and Public Affairs, Syracuse 

University, and also serves as chairman of the Commission on International Education Of the American Council 
on Education. Frank Bowles was Education Program Director of the Ford Foundation. 

ii  AFS (American Field Service,  
AIFS (American Institute for Foreign Study) 
AIEA (Association of International Education Administrators) 
AMIDEAST (America-Mideast Education and Training Services, Inc.) 
ASIA Foundation (The Asia Foundation) 
CIEE (Council On International Educational Exchange) 
IIE (Institute of International Education)  
NAFSA (NAFSA: Association of International Educators) 

iii One should ask, how would international education have evolved had the IEA-66 been funded? This is a topic that 
would be a nice thought piece for another paper. 

iv Earlier data was not available to the author at the time of this writing. The data reported is an example of the poor 
numbers of mobile domestic students. 

v  Karl W.E. Anatol, Ph.D., Dean of Humanities at the California State University, Long Beach, shared the founding 
of Phi Beta Delta, with Edward Blankenship, Ph.D., Director for the Center for International Education. Dr. 
Anatol was the first executive director of the Society. 

vi John Greisberger, Ph.D., served as the Executive Director of Phi Beta Delta from 1991-1996, while at Ohio State 
University. 

vii Michael Smithee, Ed.D. served in the presidential stream from 2005 – 2007. Since 2008 he has served as Director 
of Publications and editor of the journal, International Research and Review.  

viii This is a partial list taken from the website of the New York University, Steinhardt School of Culture, Education, 
and Human Development. [http://steinhardt.nyu.edu/humsocsci/international/journalsandpublications][8/6/2011]  

Journals related to International Education 
1957 Comparative Education Review  
1967 European Journal of Education  
1971 Compare-A Journal of Comparative Education  
1981 Canadian and International Education  
1981 Comparative Education  
1990 International Educator Magazine, published by NAFSA  
1995 International Higher Education  
1997 Journal of Studies in International Education (JSIE)  
1998 University Teachers College  
1999 International Journal of Multicultural Education  
2001 IIENetworker  
2008 The European Educational Research Journal 
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