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Executive Summary

Eastern Illinois University recognizes the need for better collaboration between
Academic Affairs and Student Services and for an assessment plan for integrative
learning. Qualitative surveys reveal that time constraints, lack of vision and knowledge,
communication issues, and institutional politics are barriers to collaboration. Existing and
new initiatives such as faculty fellows and new student programs; co-curricular learning
outcomes; and developing a campus-wide task force, technology workshops, and
coursework in leadership development can improve collaboration. Measurable outcomes
for IL will help establish an assessment plan that can fulfill accreditation, VSA, and IL
requirements. The Collegiate Learning Assessment and VALUE Rubrics are key to
collecting data. A redesigned IL webpage will communicate what integrative learning is
and track its success.



Contextual Analysis, Definition of Issue,
and Project Questions

Eastern Illinois  University  (EIU),
located in Charleston lIllinois, has a 115-
year history of serving students. Eastern
Illinois State Normal School, founded by
the Illinois General Assembly in 1895,
became Eastern Illinois State Teachers
College in 1921. In 1957, the college
became a university. Today, EIU has an
enrollment of over 10,000 undergraduate
students and approximately 2,000
graduate students (Pearson, 2009). EIU
is accredited by the North Central
Association of Colleges and Schools
(EIU at a Glance, 2009).

The 2009 freshmen class has an
enrollment of 1,705; seventy percent of
freshmen are white, 17% are black and
three percent are Hispanic. Other
identified ethnicities include Asian,
international, and Native American. The
freshmen class is 60% female (Freshmen
Profile, 2009). Students came from 16
states across the nation.

EIU freshmen have an average of a 22
ACT composite score. Forty-three
students graduated in the top 10% of
their high school class while 234
students graduated in the top 30% of
their high school class (Freshmen
Profile,  2009). EIU has 44
undergraduate majors and 25 graduate
programs (EIU at a Glance, 2009). The
Bachelors of Science in Biological
Sciences and the Bachelors of Science in
Education in Elementary Education are
the top two programs chosen by the
2009  freshmen class. Undeclared
freshmen make up 27% of the class
(Freshmen Profile, 2009).
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Undergraduates at EIU enjoy a 15:1
student-faculty ratio. During their time at
EIU, students have the opportunity to
participate in 150 student organizations,
27 fraternities and sororities, and 39
intramural ~ sports. A variety of
intercollegiate athletic programs exist
including baseball and softball, soccer,
track and field, women’s rugby, and
NCAA Division | FBS (Football Bowl
Subdivision) football. Students may also
participate in study abroad programs,
honors programs, and a variety of
internships. Sixty-one percent of
undergraduates persist to graduation
(EIU at a Glance, 2009).

In 2007, Dr. William Perry became
EIU’s tenth president. With him, he
brought a vision for the University; EIU
will become the national leader in
integrative learning. Integrative learning,
according to the Carnegie Foundation
(Huber, Brown, Hutchings, Gale, Miller,
&Breen, 2007, Spring), is “developing
the ability to make, recognize, and
evaluate connections among disparate
concepts, fields, or contexts.”

In 2009, EIU identified the need to
further develop integrative learning at
the University. As such, a team from
Vanderbilt University’s Peabody
College was asked to fulfill the
following requests:

1. Construct a literature-based
management framework outlining
recommendations  for  effective
collaboration  between Academic
Affairs and Student Affairs regarding
Integrative Learning.

2. Address the need for baseline data by
identifying pertinent data, devising a
methodology for data collection, and



determining the most effective
manner of presenting data.

Four study questions were formulated
from the above two requests.

1. What are the barriers and
opportunities that exist between
Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs collaboration?

2. What existing collaborative practices
between  Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs should be kept and
what practices are needed for more
effective collaborations?

3. Is there an assessment plan that is
adequate for integrative learning?

4. What assessment tools already exist
that can be wused to measure
integrative learning?

This report on integrative learning at
Eastern Illinois University will first
define integrative learning and describe
best practices among the ten Carnegie
Integrative Learning Initiative schools.
Second, the report will explain data
collection and will provide a data
analysis. Third, the report will address
the four study questions. Finally,
recommendations to improve integrative
learning will be offered to EIU.

Integrative Learning Defined

“You should graduate college as a
person, not a student.”
- Senior English Major

The above quote illustrates what EIU
hopes to achieve with integrative
learning. Students should leave EIU with
the ability to integrate their education in
their everyday lives, or as the Carnegie
definition states, “the ability to make,
recognize, and evaluate connections
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among disparate concepts, fields, or
contexts” (Huber, et al., 2007, Spring).
EIU has based their expanded definition
of integrative learning on the joint
Statement on Integrative Learning by the
American Association of Colleges and
Universities:

Integrative learning [includes]
connecting skills and knowledge
from multiple sources and
experiences; applying theory to
practice in various settings;
utilizing diverse and even
contradictory points of view;
and, understanding issues and
positions contextually.
Significant knowledge within
individual disciplines serves as
the foundation, but integrative
learning goes beyond academic
boundaries. Indeed, integrative
experiences often occur as
learners  address  real-world
problems, unscripted and
sufficiently broad to require
multiple areas of knowledge and
multiple modes of inquiry,
offering multiple solutions and
benefiting from multiple
perspectives.

From this definition, EIU has developed

six  characteristics of integrative
learning: intentionality, reflection,
metacognition, problem solving,

collaboration, and engagement. From the
available information, it is unclear who
developed these characteristics and the
level of involvement Dby the
administration and the faculty.

Data Analysis

Interview Protocol



In order to fully unlock the answers to
each of the study questions, designing an
effective  interview  protocol was
essential. The first two project questions
regarding barriers that exist on campus
as well as successful practices can only
be answered fully through the gathering
of qualitative data in the form of in-
person interviews and a review of
applicable literature.  From  the
information provided and the initial
client interviews, it became apparent that
the administration felt some level of
integrative learning was taking place on
campus. The questions of “how” and
“what” and “to what degree” needed to
be answered thus a multi step process
was designed to arrive at the interview
protocol. The first step was to identify
existing literature that provided a
foundation and would support the
validity of the study, followed by
informal interviews of faculty members
and, finally, finalizing a survey to
answer the study questions.

The literature surrounding integrative
learning is extensive, but in terms of
assisting institutions in the assessment
process, an effective model is provided
by Braskamp, Trautvetter and Ward
(2008), who posed the question, “How
can higher education faculty, staff and
administrators create campus
environments that guide students in their
development within chosen disciplines
and careers as well as in ways that
contribute to a common good?”
Providing such an environment is the
very basis of the integrative learning
approach that Eastern Illinois would like
to develop. Braskamp, et al. notes,
“Cultivating this complex and expansive
form of learning requires that educators
intentionally structure campus
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environments to help students integrate
multiple dimensions of self”. Quite
succinctly, it is stated, “It takes a whole
campus of whole persons to develop
whole students”.

The Braskamp, Trautvetter, and Ward
(2008) study focused on religious
institutions that were struggling to
identify ways to achieve holistic
development of the student. The
Braskamp, Trautvetter, and Ward study
ultimately  produced the “4 C
framework™ of culture, curriculum, co-
curriculum and community from which
to analyze an institution’s approach to
holistic development. Ultimately, this
study served as the primary basis for
developing the interview protocol to
assess integrative learning at Eastern
Illinois.

In the study by Braskamp, Trautvetter,
and Ward (2008), ‘“culture” was
determined to be the ethos and social
norms that exist on campus including the
basics of day-to-day life. Researchers
believed that the design and
implementation of “curriculum” is the
very cornerstone of student
development. For curriculum, “What
content is taught and how it is taught —
the pedagogy — is the essence of the
curriculum.” In assessing curriculum at
institutions  that utilize integrative
learning, Braskamp, Trautvetter, and
Ward  described  the  classroom
techniques as, “Usually  these
experiences encourage students to
integrate knowledge and understanding,
delineate the practice of particular
worldviews, engage in reflection, and
apply knowledge to their personal life.”
Further, “co-curriculum” is viewed as
activities  that  support  curricular
endeavors and can take place anywhere



outside the classroom. Further, the
integration  of  co-curriculum and
curriculum helps students integrate their
public and private lives thus institutions
should develop an intentional co-
curriculum to support their efforts.
“Community” refers to relationships that
exist and are developed both within the
confines of the academic community and
with the external surrounding
community. By understanding the “4
C’s” as they exist currently at EIU, the
institution can understand its current
situation before moving forward.

Braskamp, Trautvetter, and Ward (2008)
provide a series of questions from which
to begin developing an interview
protocol which should be adapted to
individual institutions:

e What are the mission and vision of
your institution? How do they
influence the culture of your
institution?

e Who at your institution do you
consider to be champions or leaders
in guiding students in their search for
meaning and purpose?

e How are faculty at your institution
expected to  guide  students
intellectually, socially, civically,
physically, religiously, spiritually,
and morally?

e How do your institution’s mission
and vision influence curricular and
co-curricular priorities?

e What are the key issues — challenges,
barriers, or opportunities — that your
institution needs to address in order
to create a campus and a set of
programs that foster  holistic
development?

e How do you encourage and prepare
faculty to work with students in the
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co-curricular  context at  your
institution?

e How is community defined at your
institution? What can you and your
colleagues do to cultivate an even
greater sense of campus community?

e How is your campus addressing the
big questions of the ‘good life?” (32).

These questions support multiple
components to this project. First, these
questions serve as a starting point to
develop EIU specific questions that
address the first two student questions as
well as support the gathering of baseline
data. Second, these questions provide
the basis to gather baseline data. As per
the client interviews, the administration
at EIU first wanted to know what types
of integrative learning were already
taking place on-campus. The key to
understanding what is already happening
was to conduct interviews that would
unlock this information. These
questions served as the basis for
developing specific interview protocols
for the different groups that were
interviewed at EIU. Third, these
questions help to address the first two
study questions — relating to existing
collaborations between student affairs
and academic affairs. By tailoring these
questions to EIU, the project team was
able to find out about the relationship
between these two departments. And, as
a fourth role, these questions provide an
opportunity for the project team to begin
to identify any potential opportunities
for EIU that could be included as a
recommendation.

Using these questions developed by
Braskamp, Trautvetter, and Ward
(2008), a member of the Vanderbilt team
met members of EIU’s Integrative
Learning team at the AAC&U



Conference on Integrative Learning in
Atlanta during October 2009 to identify
specific  issues related to EIU.
Information gained from the initial client
interviews, publicly available sources
and meetings with the Integrative
Learning team revealed important
factors to consider when adapting the
interview protocol for use at EIU. Input
received at all levels indicated that a
strong sense of community exists at EIU
and that strong relationships exist
between faculty members and students.
Further, officials at all levels were
confident that students enrolled in the
Honors College were receiving a full
integrative learning experience but were
unsure about the experience of non-
honors students. Additionally, in honors
courses, a presumption exists that
integrative learning takes place while
there is uncertainty about non-honors
level courses. Moreover, the level of
collaboration between academicians and
the Student Affairs staff is unknown.

As a result, the final interview protocols
were developed with EIU specific
material in mind and interviews were
conducted with honors students, non-
honors students, Student Affairs staff,
Academic Affairs staff, faculty who
teach honors courses and faculty who do
not teach honors courses. By
interviewing a sample from each of these
groups, a cross-section of the EIU
community would be available to
provide insight into campus life and the
overall use of integrative learning, both
intentional and coincidental. The
selection process, subject recruitment
process, and the number of interviewees
for each group are indicated below.
Appendix A includes a complete listing
of the interview protocols for Academic
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Affairs/Faculty, Student Affairs, and
students.

The interviews of all subjects were
conducted individually during the first
week of December 2009, on-campus,
and during the business day at times that
were selected by the interview subjects.
The results of the interviews provide the
basis for the recommendations and
conclusions that are drawn regarding the
first two research questions, as well as
baseline data regarding faculty and
student perceptions of integrative
learning.

Honors Faculty

To recruit faculty who taught honors
level classes, the Dean of the Honors
College sent an email to all faculty
involved in the honors program that
asked those interested in participating to
contact the principal investigator. In
total, all six faculty members who
responded were interviewed.  These
faculty members represented a variety of
disciplines.

Non-Honors Faculty

Emails were sent by the Deans of the
various colleges to members of their
faculty and were asked to contact the
principal investigator to schedule an
interview. All five faculty who
responded to the request participated in
the interviews.

Staff

An email request for interviews of
director-level staff was sent out to the
entire Student Affairs staff listing via the
staff assistant for the Vice President of
Student  Affairs. Participation was



voluntary, and interested Student Affairs
directors responded to an email address
set up by the Vanderbilt study team. In
all, 10 director-level or higher
professionals within Student Affairs
were interviewed. The areas within
Student Affairs represented through the
interviews were Health  Services,
Residence Life, Career Services, Greek
Life, Community Service, New Student
Programs, Student Activities, Student
Standards, and Assessment.
Additionally, all staff members in the
Academic Affairs department were
interviewed. Staff interviews will be
discussed in detail in the first research
question.

Honors Students

For honors students, an email was sent
by the Dean of the Honors College at
EIU to all honors students. Those
interested were asked to contact the
principal investigator directly and not
the Dean in order to preserve anonymity.
In total, eleven honors students,
representing a variety of backgrounds
were interviewed. The recruitment
process for interviews of honors students
was coordinated by the Dean, thus the
exact response rate is unknown.

Non-Honors Students

For non-honors students, the
investigators utilized the resources of the
Student Affairs department in an effort
to draw from a cross-section of the
campus. The project team examined the
campus demographics and types of
student  activities/organizations  that
existed and targeted specific groups that
would vyield responses from a broad
picture of students that reflected the
student body at EIU. The Division of
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Student Affairs sent emails to each of
the following groups: student athletes,
fraternity/sorority members, student
government members, theatre/drama
department members, members of the
black students association, members of
the  Hispanic student association,
members of the GLBT student
association and to the general student
population. In the email, students
interested in participating were asked to
contact the principal investigator. In
total, 12 students were interviewed who
were recruited from this process.

Baseline Data from Student and Faculty
Interviews

Student Interviews

Understanding the student experience at
Eastern lllinois University is the top
priority for the integrative learning
project as the holistic development of the
student is the goal of this approach. Due
to the specifics of the interview protocol,
a mixture of honors and non-honors
students were interviewed to garner their
varying perspectives of the EIU
experience. The dual purposes of the
student interviews were to show the
baseline data of what level of integrative
learning is taking place and to address
study question regarding existing
collaborations between student affairs
and academic affairs. While the
interviews were adapted to reflect the
experiences of the individual students,
the initial questions used included the
following:

e Describe the connection you see
between your life inside the
classroom and outside the classroom
at EIU?



e Are you involved in any
organizations at EIU that are not
related directly to your major field of
study? If so, what organizations are
you involved with and what is your
level of involvement?

e Are you involved in any
organizations at EIU that are directly
tied to your major or future career
aspirations? If so, what are these
organizations ad what is your level
of involvement?

e Have you participated in a study
abroad program during your college
career, and if so, has that experience
impacted the way that you perceive
your in-class instruction and out of
class experience? If you have not
studied abroad, do you plan on doing
that in the future?

e How connected do you feel to EIU?

e Do you feel part of the EIU
community?

e Do you feel that you have a positive
relationship with faculty members?

e Have faculty members taken an
interest in you outside of the
classroom? Can you provide
examples? Has it been just one or
two or do you feel the faculty overall
takes an interest?

e Have you utilized the Student Affairs
staff much since you arrived at EIU?

e Do you participate in the academic
programs offered outside of the
classroom (i.e. speakers,
performances, lectures, panel
discussions)?

The questions were designed to support
the “4 C’s” as proposed by Braskamp,
Trautvetter, and Ward (2008), thus the
answers have been coded in a manner to
reflect these points.

Honors Student Interviews
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As noted previously, the Honors College
itself has been intentionally
incorporating integrative learning as part
of its curriculum. Interestingly, many
honors  students used the term
“integrative learning” without being
prompted, thus  reflecting their
understanding of the term and its
meaning to the university.

Culture

Overwhelmingly,  honors  students
reflected positively on the culture of
Eastern Illinois. The tone of the overall
sense of culture at EIU was expressed
best by one student who said, “I can’t
imagine having a better experience
anywhere.” Further, an additional
student stated, “I feel very connected to
EIU. It is very much part of my life. |
don’t just go to school here, it’s helped
me think about who I am.”  This
sentiment was also expressed by another
who said, “I absolutely love it here. I'm
really going to miss EIU. It will always
be part of me.” In giving the EIU
culture an overall score, a female student
offered, “100%.”

In looking to the specific reasons that
makes EIU’s culture so special to honors
students, it was noted, “We have a really
supportive culture.” Another elaborated,
“You definitely aren’t a number like you
are at U of | or other big schools. I think
it has to do with the town being so small
and the type of student that is attracted to
this environment.” The size of the
Charleston community was a continuing
theme amongst honors students with all
but three of the interviewees mentioning
the small town environment as adding to
the close knit culture of the institution. “I
guess since the town is so small, EIU is



the town, really. | think of it all as one
place,” said another. Additionally, a
second student specifically mentioned a
contrast with the University of Illinois,
“[O]ne of the reasons I came here is
because of the campus size. And
technically it’s a large school ‘cause it’s
over 10,000. But, um, it’s not U of I, it’s
not a city in itself, and I think that’s part
of what makes the atmosphere here
different.”

In considering the culture of the honors
program specifically, two students
pointed to the culture as being slightly
separate from the overall university.
“We kinda do our own thing
sometimes....We’re a group of really
focused people,” said one student who
went on to add, “But I have friends in
lots of different groups. | mean, | have
my honors friends and then my other
friends but I don’t think of them that
way. | guess | never really thought of it
as being separate or, like, different until
you asked.” Another added, “Most of
my friends are other honors students.”

Community

In order to understand the level of
involvement by students, a portion of the
interview surrounded the issue of
“community.” In this sense,
involvement in the community helps to
address research question #2 regarding
existing  collaborations as  this.
Theoretically, successful collaborations
between academic affairs and student
affairs would be illustrated by a higher
level of involvement by students and a
stronger sense of community.

Honors students reported a very high
level of involvement in the EIU
community with all those interviewed

Integrative Learning 11

having participated in campus activities
to some extent. Students continually
discussed the high number of activities
in which they could participate. Further,
the sentiment of a supportive culture
often found its way into the discussions
of campus involvement. A senior stated,
“I think that you can get connected to
campus pretty easily, there are a lot of
opportunities to do so. Um, and I’ve
lived on campus all four years and |
think that makes a huge difference.”

The honors students were very proud of
their level of involvement as well. “I’'m
pretty involved. I’ve tried to take
advantage of just about everything that
EIU has to offer. I figure that’s why I’'m
here.” In discussing the number of
programs and opportunities that exist on
campus, another student elaborated:

It seems that no matter what it is
that you might want to do,
there’s a club or program or
something that is connected to it.
Some of my friends got together
when we were freshman and
went to Student Affairs to start
their own club related to some
weird kind of game and they
ended up getting approved for it.

Another student added a great deal about
a personal connection to involvement:

Yes. I’ve gone to a ton of free
movies with University Board,;
I’ve done the Student Mixers
with the Student Board; I've
participated in the orientation
when | came here so that would
be New Student Programs. I’ve
volunteered off campus but then,
you know, now | work a Student
Community Service so you know



| do that. And then my mom
works Financial Aid so | know
that is Student Affairs also. So |
have a lot of connections with
her office just by knowing people
for a while, so...

Yet, despite the high praise for the
number of activities, students did offer a
critique of the number of clubs,
organizations and events. One junior
noted,

| think that maybe there might be
so many clubs and things going
on that the people might get lost
in trying to figure out what to do,
you know? | mean, we all know
about Greeks and student
government and the newspaper
but some of the other things get
lost in the mix so we don’t know
about all the opportunities.

A sophomore offered a slight criticism
as to how events are promoted, “There
are flyers, people talking about them
sometimes, um, they’ve chalked the
sidewalk a lot this year, written whatever
down there, and that can be obnoxious,
actually, at times.”

Curriculum

Honors students expressed rave reviews
of the faculty as well as the in-class
reflection and practical application
opportunities available. As discussed
previously, according to Braskamp,
Trautvetter, and Ward (2008) a
component to integrative learning is for
students to ‘“engage in reflection, and
apply knowledge to their personal life”
(28). “I can think of a few projects that
I’ve done since I’ve gotten to campus in
my classes that were really timely, they
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had to do with current events,” said one
student. He continued, “I’m really into
the environment and studying about that
so I’ve had a lot of chances in classes to
talk about global warming and how it
related to politics today.”  Further,
another student added, “During the
election a lot of professors related what
we did in class to politics and history.”

Looking practically at the courses
themselves, students singled out specific
majors and professors. “I feel that um,
because of that, [being an English major]
| can take the lessons that I learn from
literature and literature analysis, and put
that into life as a whole. I mean that’s
something that I’ve just done, ever
since...as far back as I can remember.”
The same student offered an assessment
about his classmates in other disciplines:

But | have friends who are Bio
majors and it’s not often that I
can hear ‘oh, this is what
happened in class’ or ‘this is
what we talked about’ or even
‘hey this person did something
x.” | feel like with the sciences,
the field itself seems to be so
intimidating that talking about it
outside of its core group seems to
be kind of...it doesn’t work out.

In terms of the relationship to faculty,
honors students give a great deal of
credit to EIU professors. A female senior
offered, “I mean, we have fantastic
faculty here. | mean, I love the different
people D’ve interacted with in the
English department and yes, everybody,
every University has its fair share of not-
So-great professors, but I’ve been really
lucky to not really run into that.”
Adding specifics, one student stated,
“I’ve also had another professor, Dr.



Markelus, she, um, is doing a
creative...is the professor for my
creative writing workshop right now,
and she, whenever she gets a story you
know, and reads it, can take a kind of a
personal interest in it...” Further, one
student offered a comparison with other
universities, “A large part of why I enjoy
being here is because is...it’s not that I
don’t like U of I, it’s just that all the
comparisons that I can think of...friends
of mine go to U of I, or UWS, and
they’re all interacting with their TAs, or
the professor is in a class with 500 other
people so they don’t know anybody.”

The honors students offered mostly
positive reviews of non-honors courses
as well. One student provided a general
review of all campus faculty with, “Um,
fairly good all the way across.”
Another boasted, “And all the faculty
has always been really, really
understanding, very personable, and |
just...it’s been fantastic.” An additional
student noted, “Um, I feel that I know,
that | am familiar, with a lot of the
teachers and the staff here on campus
and when | take classes | really feel like
those teachers would do anything to help
me pass if | were ever struggling in any
sense.” One student offered a slightly
less positive critique in that, “In honors
classes, there is definitely a big
difference, mostly because they are
smaller. We have a lot more time to
digest information and apply it to our
lives.”

Involvement with faculty members is
key to integrative learning. Braskamp,
Trautvetter, and Ward (2008) point to
the philosophy of “It takes a whole
campus of whole persons to develop
whole students”. The role of faculty is
largely to guide the process of
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intellectual growth of students through
classroom involvement thus a student’s
interaction  with  faculty —members
supports notions of community and
curriculum that relate to integrative
learning.

Co-curriculum

The co-curricular experience amongst
honors students has been positive as well
with all having experienced some level
of involvement in activities related to
their major. This level of involvement
spanned the gamut from “I’ve
participated in a couple panel
discussions” to “I’ve been involved with
just about every activity related to my
major that there is.” The role of co-
curriculum involvement is key to
integrative learning, as certain activities
help students to further explore their
intellectual and career interests.

Regarding those involved with Student
Affairs, a senior pointed out, “Yes, but
with that | would not have gotten my
job, I would not have gotten my
internship or my student worker job or
the job that | have after my graduate had
it not been for the connections | made
with [Student Affairs staft].”
Additionally, students pointed out their
involvement with co-curricular activities
that included honors societies across
disciplines including English and Family
Services. Organizations such as honors
societies in majors allow students to
integrate their classroom learning with
their career interests.

It is important to note that in the initial
client interviews, university officials
were specifically interested in learning
about the study abroad experience.
Study abroad is a means for many



students to step outside of the traditional
classroom environment and learn from
their surroundings and experiences. In
looking specifically at study abroad
experiences, honors students generally
expressed great interest. A sophomore
stated, “I haven’t studied abroad yet but
I will eventually.” A senior stated, “I
studied abroad and participated in the
National Student Exchange program.
Even though those weren’t programs
where | was in Charleston, it really
helped me figure out what to do and get
the most out of EIU, even though I
wasn’t on campus.” Another student
stated, “I studied abroad during the
summer and that was one of the best
things that I’ve done in college. I really
think everyone should do it.”

Summary of Honors Students Interviews

The experiences of the honors students
were quite impressive as they showed a
passion for Eastern Illinois University
and were very eager to share their
experiences. As noted in the discussion,
students give EIU overall high marks in
each of the four areas that were being
assessed reflecting that great strides are
being made in holistic development and
integrative learning in the Honors
College.

Non-Honors Students Interviews

Among non-honors students, the overall
ratings regarding EIU and its culture are
also generally high; however, the level
of involvement and connection to the
community are not as high as their
honors counterparts. The results from the
interviews of the non-honors students
are described below using the same four
categories as used for honors students.
As with honors students, the dual

Integrative Learning 14

purposes of the non-honors student
interviews were to show the baseline
data of what level of integrative learning
is taking place and to address study
questions regarding existing
collaborations between student affairs
and academic affairs.

Culture

In terms of the assessment of the culture
of EIU, generally non-honors students
shared the same high-level opinion as
honors students. One student noted, “I
really like the small atmosphere. | grew
up in Chicago so this is a nice change.”
Another added, “Everyone here at
Eastern is incredibly friendly and easy to
get along with. It doesn’t seem like
anybody is stuck in their own world.” A
senior offered, “I’ve been here four
years and have loved every minute of it.”
However, the small environment was not
universally accepted as positive with one
student stating, “Charleston was neat for
my freshman year but it got really old
really fast” and another commented “I
like it here but I think I might have liked
a big city environment better, but I'm
not sure.”

Much like the honors students, no non-
honors students expressed any major
disapproval with the overall culture at
EIU with one student going as far as
saying, “I felt incredibly connected to
everyone the moment | stepped on
campus and I’ve never been the same.”
A transfer student mentioned, “I came
here because I thought that I’d fit better
in a smaller town with a closer student
body.”

For successful integrative learning to
take place, an institution’s culture must
be open and support a sense of



connection. Further, in terms of
integrative learning, culture describes
“...the accepted ways of doing daily
business” (Braskamp, Trautvetter, &
Ward, 2008). Considering that students
across-the-board reported a connection
and praise for the university’s culture, it
is safe to say that EIU has a culture that
supports integrative learning.

Community

Non-honors students expressed differing
levels of opportunities than honors
students. While all honors students were
involved in activities to an extent,
multiple non-honors students expressed
taking part in no campus activities. One
student stated, “I just don’t have time to
take part in anything on campus. I’ve got
two part-time jobs and a full load this
semester.” Another stated, “I’d like to
but | live off campus now and I don’t
really know about anything that goes
on.” One senior put it bluntly, “I'm
ready to graduate and I just don’t want to
go to anything anymore.”

However, several non-honors students
reported very high levels of campus
involvement. A male student noted, “I’m
in just about everything there is —
fraternity, intramurals and student
government.” Another student pointed
to off campus activities as being a
priority, “Well, actually, I volunteer, um,
at my church and | teach Sunday
school.” A female student stated, “I
don’t have much time to be part of
organizations not related to my major.
But, when 1 first started here | joined a
couple of clubs that were outside my
element just to explore.”

In discussing the level of community
involvement among their peers, a non-
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honors student found:

Well, I mean I’ve got a couple
friends who live off campus, and
even though they lived on the
same floor freshman/sophomore
year, junior year they move off
and they just drop off the face of
the map. You know, it’s... cause
it’s different walking from 9th
Street to go see your friend,
instead of just walking down the
hall inside your building. Or, you
know, that kind of thing. That’s a
big difference.

The same student continued, “I think
that most people who are involved can
tell you that. Um, definitely the
opportunities are out there, if you need
them.”

In looking at EIU’s relationship to the
overall Charleston community, one
student commented:

| think that there are a lot of
programs that are designed to
have that community
involvement and I think that’s a
positive thing but | think there
definitely is a line between
campus and community. And
you can basically see it as you
drive away from campus, but I
think it’s the same way at every
college  campus and it’s
just...you’re dealing with
different kinds of people and
different atmosphere and there’s
a big difference between a nine-
to-five job and you know, going
to class.

Multiple students pointed to athletics as
a key to bringing the Charleston



community into the fold at EIU.
Regarding football, one student stated,
“And there were a lot more people in the
stands this year than what | had seen my
freshman year. You know, if you keep
up winning traditions like that, people
show up.” A female student added,

So if you put on events that
people are interested in, if you
advertise them, you know, that
kind of thing, and have them be
successful, you know, events that
are good...and it takes a few
years for that shift to happen. |
think that’s what we’re seeing
now. Is that shift is starting to
happen, and it can’t happen
overnight.

A junior added, “I was involved with an
organization last year that brought
famous performers to campus and it was
really frustrating when we couldn’t bring
people out to concerts.”

Curriculum

In looking specifically at the mechanics
of integrative learning, the curriculum
section relates heavily to the university’s
goals.

The level of development and reflection
offered through actual courses varies
greatly depending on the major, the class
and the student. One student points out,
“Through Eastern, depending on the
classes, it really depends on the teachers
on how integrative it could be.” From
the non-honors students, a variety of
responses were given regarding the
actual courses themselves and the level
of integration.
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For example, one student described her
major as being highly integrative. She
said:

With me | am a family services
major so we have a highly
integrative  program  through
family and consumer sciences
because we are family services
so we’ve done service projects
and volunteer projects. And, a lot
of the classes | take are writing
intensive classes so it’s a lot of
writing a paper and doing a
presentation and then writing on
how | felt about that and what
I’ve learned and things like that
and its highly integrative for me.

Another student also points to the high
level of integration in some courses
versus the low level in others. He states,
“I’ve taken Biology and Environment
classes that are really hands on with the
community and then I’ve taken other
classes that haven’t been so like I said it
really just depends on the teacher that
you have.”  Another sciences major
mentions, “We don’t really have much
reflection at all. We just show up and do
our work.” As described previously,
reflection, particularly in terms of
coursework, is a major component to
integrative learning. A history major
points out that the level of reflection in
each of his courses is “hit or miss.” He
adds, “It really depends on the professor
not so much the class.”

Despite the varying degrees of
integration that seem to be taking place
in classes, students indicate valuing
integrative learning. A senior states,
“And I think that that personal touch that
you’re able to add into a student’s
experience really can make or



break...can really...I mean those are the
motivations that improve people’s
technique.” Another finds, “I really like
when we can figure out how things
relate to life. You know, like, how does
math actually help you. | kinda wish
we’d do that more.”

Such sentiment is also reflected in terms
of contact with professors. A student
notes,

People need a reason to do better,
and on one hand that means to be
self-driven, like you need to be
self motivated, but it certainly
doesn’t hurt to have somebody
else, kinda, showing that
they’re...there’s somebody out
there that cares what’s going on
and thinks that what you’re doing
is worthwhile.

Further, the faculty are generally rated
very high in terms of the attitude toward
students. A female states, “All the
faculty are very approachable. They take
an interest in us during class. Well, when
we go to them they seem happy about it
but they don’t always come to us.” A
male points out, “Yeah, I get along well
with all of my professors.” A freshman
says, “I was surprised how nice they are.
I thought that in college they’d all be so
different from high school teachers.”
However, it should be noted that one
interviewee was quick to point out, “I
haven’t ever talked to one of my
professors out of class. I don’t want to.”

Co-curriculum

The co-curriculum aspects of a
university and student learning relate to
integrative learning in the sense that
activities, organizations and non-
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classroom learning support holistic
development. Students can take part in
activities that directly support classroom
learning, relate to careers or help them to
expand learning beyond their immediate
majors and academic pursuits. In
assessing the co-curricular aspects of the
EIU experience, study question #2 is
addressed in that these interviews
provide insight into collaboration
between academic and student affairs
from the student perspective.

Much like the results discussed in the
curriculum section, the overall feedback
regarding co-curriculum was mixed with
some students participating in numerous
activities while others did not participate
in any. Results ranged between two
extremes of one student reporting that
she is the president of a pre-professional
society and other student stating, “I’'m
not in anything.”

One student discussed membership in a
pre-professional organization as being
highly beneficial. She stated,

[O]ur advisor took four students
to Nashville for a professional
conference where we learned a
lot more about [the organization]
and about making those
connections with other colleges
and making those connections
with other students so that we
can find, make it easier for us to
make more connections through
other colleges instead of just
looking at the smaller world of
Eastern but try to connect with
everybody.

A student who is planning to attend law
school said, “I went to a few speakers
over the past couple of years who have



been here to talk about grad schools and
law schools and that was pretty helpful.”
However, another student who is
thinking about going to law school said,
“I don’t really know of anything here
that helps you get in law school.”

Two students who have secured
internships that relate directly to their
majors reported getting those internships
by direct interaction with EIU faculty
members. “I never would have known
about [this employer] if my advisor
hadn’t told me and made a call on my
behalf and then everything worked out,”
said one student. Another stated, “I
worked part time in Student Affairs and
my supervisor used to work with
someone who helped steer me in the
right direction for my internship. It was
pretty random. | guess it is about who
you know.”

The programming that students have
been involved with that relates to their
majors and/or future careers have come
from a variety of sources at EIU. Of
those interviewed who reported taking
part in some level of co-curricular
activity, three are part of pre-
professional societies, three had attended
additional lectures or panels that relate to
their post-EIU life, two indicated their
departments arranged career-related
events and one indicated attending a
Greek organization event related to
graduate school.

For the most part, non-honors students
reported that they have not pursued
study abroad opportunities. A continuing
theme was the cost. One student stated,

I think, at least from what I’ve
been told, the way financial aid
processes is that | use up my
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financial aid during the year, so |
wouldn’t have any for the
summer and though I’ve heard of
people getting scholarships here
and there, uh, from the study
abroad office, and that study
abroad scholarships that
increased, now | usually about
people talking about they say
they are getting a $100, $1,000—
not to scoff at it, but I would
need significantly more. | would
pretty much need the trip paid
for.

Another stated, “I’ve really always
wanted to study in France but I just can’t
afford it.” Additionally, a senior said, “I
went to the study abroad office and |
almost decided to go to London for a
semester but I didn’t because it was too
expensive.”

However, the cost was not a deterrent to
two students. One junior who recently
spent the summer in a study abroad
program said, “I figure the experience
was completely worth it.” A freshman
indicated, “I don’t know where but I'm
definitely going to do it [study abroad]
either this summer or next. It just sounds
awesome and everyone | know who did
it had a blast.”

Summary of Non-Honors Students
Interviews

In many ways, non-honors students and
honors students report very similar
experiences at Eastern Illinois. In large
part, the non-honors students rave about
the culture at EIU and report it as a
major draw for them. Additionally,
many non-honors students have taken
part in a great deal of activities on
campus; however, there was a generally



lower level of participation when
compared to honors students. In terms of
the curriculum and co-curriculum
experiences, there are  multiple
differences with honors students and
great variation that exists. In terms of the
curriculum and co-curriculum
experience, it seems that the level of
development is truly student specific and
depends on that individual’s major,
courses and personality.

In relating the interview results
directly to integrative learning, there are
notable examples of students being
engaged in reflection in the classroom as
well as activities that relation learning to
their lives. Several students also pointed
out classroom activities that related to
current events thus showcasing that, at
least to some degree, professors on
campus are incorporating integrative
learning into their curriculum. Further,
in looking to outside of the classroom
learning and reflection, those students
who take part in activities discussed the
vast opportunities in campus to expand
their learning. However, it should be
noted that holistic development of
students in an integrative environment
should not be limited to only extroverted
students who take advantage of activities
on their own. Despite the any success
stories of students taking part in co-
curricular activities there were also
stories of students who only attended
classes and did not participate in
activities that expanded learning.

Faculty Interviews for Baseline Data

The interviews of faculty members
provides some beneficial baseline
qualitative data to determine the current
knowledge and willingness related to
integrative learning of those working
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within the Academic Affairs realm of the
university. Considering that faculty have
the greatest level of interaction with
students, gain their perspective on
integrative learning and its level of use
in their classrooms is key to
understanding the situation at E1U.

In order to determine the level of
awareness  faculty ~members have
regarding integrative learning, the
interviews were designed to target
faculty members who teach honors
courses and those that teach non-honors
courses. In order of information to be
gathered to provide data regarding
faculty perceptions of integrative
learning, the responses of the
interviewees were divided into a hybrid
of the “4 C’s” of Braskamp, et al. (2008)
and specifics related to the project.
Therefore, responses have been coded
relating to the following:
Curriculum/Integrative Learning, Co-
Curriculum, Community/Culture, and
Collaboration with Student Affairs. The
first three of these areas will be
discussed in this section, with the
responses related to “Collaboration with
Student Affairs” being discussed in the
sections related to Study Question 1.
Specific questions posed to faculty
members included:

e What are the mission and vision of
your institution?

e How do they influence the culture
of your institution?

e Who at your institution do you
consider to be champions or leaders
in guiding students to their search
for meaning and purpose?

e How are faculty at your institution
expected to guide students
intellectually, socially, civically,



physically, religiously, spiritually,
and morally?

How do your institution’s mission
and vision influence curricular and
co-curricular priorities?

What are the key
issues/barriers/opportunities  that
your institution needs to address in
order to create a campus and a set
of programs that foster holistic
development?

How do you encourage and prepare
faculty to work with students in the
co-curricular  context at your
institution?

How is community defined at your
institution? What can you and your
colleagues do to cultivate an even
greater  sense of  campus
community?

How is your campus addressing the
big questions of the “good life”?
How well do you know your
students’ outside (personal or
professional) interests?

Do you take time to discuss with
your students any co-curricular
goals and non-academic life
activities?

Do you include any opportunities
for personal/professional reflection
within the coursework
requirements?

In your own words, describe the
institutional mission of EIU?

Do you have the sense that your
students know how to manage their
educational experience effectively?
Does your department collaborate
with any division within Student
Affairs on a regular basis? If so,
what areas are discussed and how
structured is the collaboration?
What are some of the major barriers
for collaboration with Student
Affairs at EIU?
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e How do you believe Academic
Affairs and the faculty are
perceived in the eyes of Student
Affairs professionals?

e What do you feel are some of the
successful collaborations between
Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs? How do you believe these
collaborations  have  impacted
students?

Honors Faculty Interviews
Curriculum/Integrative Learning

The honors faculty expressed a sincere
interest in using reflection and
integrative learning in their classrooms
and were very confident that students
benefited from such practices. Again,
much like honors students, the faculty
expressed positive feelings toward the
honors program. However, honors
faculty were not fully confident that
integrative learning could take hold in all
classrooms among all professors across
all facets of campus. On the topic of the
use of integrative learning in the
classroom, on faculty members stated, “I
think that integrative learning is
something that we do very well in the
honors program, although we haven’t
always used that name. In my classroom,
we use reflection as an intentional tool
with every lesson.” Another faculty
members stated, “The students really
enjoy when we connect coursework to
what is going on in the world and | enjoy
watching them go down those paths and
make those connections, too.” This
sentiment was echoed with an
experienced faculty member stating,

“These students are what keep
me young...They always come
with new ideas in their writings



and assignments that keep me on
my toes. I guess I’ve been using
integrative  learning in  my
teaching for years, but haven’t
always called it that.”

In  commenting on the student
experience, a faculty member noted, “I
really believe that our students in honors
feel that we are trying to help them grow
beyond what they might have
experienced at another institution. When
we go that extra mile, they are right
there with us.” Curiously, one history
professor stated, “I don’t really know
how reflection fits into a history class.”

In terms of spreading integrative
learning across campus, the faculty
members were less optimistic. Notably,
all those interviewed mentioned other
professors as the main obstacle. “We’ve
been talking about integrative learning
across campus for awhile now but the
same people show up to the meetings
and the same people are making the
efforts. Really, it’s not a large part of our
faculty who show up and express
interest.” A very enthusiastic faculty
member stated, “The administration has
been communicating very effectively
with everyone but that doesn’t mean that
everyone reads their e-mail.” Another
stated, “I think that many people see this
as another passing phase.” One
professor provided great insight with,
“When a colleague in my department
first asked me about integrative learning,
he said ‘Does this mean I have to go to a
frat party?’” A female stated quite
frankly, “Until you write some of these
people a check, they aren’t going to do
anything.” A seasoned faculty member
said, “I don’t like when people assume
that it’s an age issue. I see this in some
of the younger professors too. There is
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an idea of a professor and a student
being completely separate and that
academia is supposed to be a cold place.
I don’t know why, but it will be very
hard to change.” A younger faculty
member offered, “There isn’t much of an
incentive except that some of us enjoy
the process of thinking that integrative
learning brings about.” Discussing the
level of communication on the topic, one
faculty member said, “They’ve done a
great job at communicating what
integrative learning is, but that doesn’t
mean anything will change.”

The biggest complaint among the honors
faculty has been the lack of
communicated benchmarks and goals.
The faculty member who praised
communication efforts also added, “I
think that people now know what
integrative learning is, but they don’t
really know what is expected of them.”
A female professor commented, “I think
we do this very well in honors, so I don’t
know what they want us to change.” A
history professor stated, “Maybe if a list
of tangible goals was provided, that
might help to move things along some.”

Co-curriculum

The honors faculty speak very highly of
their students’ involvement with co-
curricular activities and that these
activities support students development.
A faculty member gave a positive
overview in his perspective,

If 1 look at co-curricular areas
and especially student life, |
think of key words like
communication and helping to
them establish the importance of
good  communication  lines
whether it be with administrators



or faculty and staff and their own
personal day to day interactions
with people. | think collaboration
is important.

Another faculty member commented,

| feel our students are equipped
with tools and | work quite a bit
with a wide range of students
from the Student Government
Leaders to the Programming
Board to the Multicultural
Leaders, | think they have the
tools to do that, | think they are
at varying levels in terms of
their skill level to actually
utilize those tools and resolve
conflict but | believe that they
do have tool available to them
to do that. But depending on
their leadership level is and
their level of involvement
within their organizations, the
ability to implement those into
their skills, vary from student
leader to student leader and
from group to group.

Another added, “I think that we offer
plenty of organizations and activities
within  our department that help
students to grow intellectually outside
of the classroom.” A male professor
noted, “Students at Eastern in honors
are very directed and have their end
goals in mind.”

Regarding study abroad programs and
participating in the National Student
Exchange, professors reacted very
positively. “I’m so glad to see so many
students taking part in  study
abroad....its a great opportunity.”
Another commented, “Study abroad
programs have really taken off in the
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last few years. That’s something, I
think, we do well at Eastern. I’'m not
sure, but | think amongst our peer
institutions we have a comparatively
high participation rate.” One professor
went as far to say, “I wish every
student could have that experience.”
Note that there were no professors who
offered any substantive criticism of the
study abroad programs at Eastern
[llinois. In terms of the overall
development of  students, with
curriculum and  co-curriculum, a
professor who works with numerous
co-curricular activities stated,

I think, you know, when | look
at the students I work with, they
have a good sense of parts of
who they are because if you are
looking at the whole student,
there is  the  academic
component, you know, there is
the personal development, the
social development component;
I mean there’s all these
components of the students but
since my area focuses more so
on their social/leadership side,
it’s hard to gauge if they have a
whole, I guess, well-
roundedness in terms of being
the whole student and the
complete student from the
experiences that they get from
me because | only see a certain
part of that from my
interactions with them and
mainly that focus is on the
personal development and the
social development.

As an assessment of Eastern’s co-
curricular  opportunities, a faculty
member commented, “I think if you look
at the co-curricular side, they have much



more autonomy to express their ideas,
they have much more autonomy to, you
know, work on a project that they can
actually see from start to finish.”

Community/Culture

Much like the results garnered from
student interviews, the honors faculty at
EIU sing the praises of the overall
culture and spirit of community. The
faculty frequently commented on the
small size of Charleston as an attraction
of EIU and saw the students as a close-
knit group. One faculty member
commented, “I believe that the students
at Easter learn from one another because
of their close interaction. I think of
Easter as a big family in many ways and
I can really see that amongst the student
body.” This belief was consistent.
Another faculty member added, “I can
see the culture of the student body
coming through whenever I assign group
projects. Students here seem to work
very well together and genuinely enjoy
one another.” Also like the students, the
faculty members favorably compared
Eastern to larger schools. “I feel much
closer to my students than my colleagues
at the behemoth up the road [University
of Illinois],” said a very seasoned
professor. Another echoed this sentiment
with, “I went to college at [an
institutions with an enrollment in excess
of 30,000 students] and I never had
contact with professors to the level that
students have here.” Despite
overwhelming praise of culture and
community generally, one professor was
not as convinced as the others and stated,

You know, they come in contact
with students that are different
from them but I don’t feel our
students take full advantage of
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engaging those students or
interacting with those students
and recognizing that ‘you know,
we’re diverse, we have a lot in
common because we are Eastern
students. We take classes
together, we are in the same
major’, but there are some things
that are very unique to us and I
don’t think that our students take
full advantage of  those
opportunities to engage each
other in dialogue. I think those
two key elements that are
missing and even though
physically know there’s a
difference, I'm not sure our
students really recognize or see
the importance of diversity
because, again, [ don’t think that
our students take full advantage
of the opportunities to engage
each other or to even have
dialogue or conversations about
those differences.

The faculty view on the university
mission seems to be unclear. Often, the
faculty who were interviewed offered
very broad versions of the mission
without hitting upon specifics. For
example, one tenure track professor
stated,

Uh, in my own words, I think the
emphasis on it, the university’s
mission, 1is inclusiveness, the
importance of enhancing
diversity, providing opportunity
for academic scholarship, and the
promotion of that with student
and faculty interactions and
relationships. I think it is also
important that our institution
mission helps to promote civic
responsibility and engagement



and just a lifelong learning
outside the institutional
experience.

An English professor indicated that
EIU’s mission is not unique among its
peers when she stated, “I think our
mission like that of any other
institution...We have a great mission,
but I don’t know if it has any real
definition that distinguished us from our
colleagues.” A faculty member that is
new to EIU stated, “I don’t know if we
express our mission effectively in words
so much as we act differently.
Obviously, we care more about the
experiences and holistic development of
our students, as evidenced by you [the
interviewer| being here.” A professor
who commented specifically on the
honors program noted, “Within honors,
our mission is clarified more than the
university at large. We spend a lot of
time on reflection and ensuring that our
students leave Eastern different than
when they came in.”

Non-Honors Faculty Interviews
Curriculum/Integrative Learning

As a whole, non-honors faculty felt that
EIU has a good core curriculum.
However, when discussing integrative
learning specifically, faculty were less
positive. All felt that integrative learning
has merit, but the shared sentiment of the
non-honors faculty was that there is a
lack of understanding about what they
were supposed to be doing in regards to
adopting integrative learning. An older
faculty members stated, “Capstones,
study abroad, internship, and the like
have been around forever. I’'m not sure
how this is different from what we’ve
always done.” Another faculty member

Integrative Learning 24

who was frustrated with integrative
learning said,

There is no clear direction. I
can’t find learning objectives.
I’m not sure what the outcome is
supposed to be. If we’re
supposed to be doing something
different in our classes, I don’t
know what that is. If there were
clearly stated objectives
published  someplace  easily
accessible, more faculty might
participate. I'd participate
because, in theory, it sounds like
a good idea. We just need some
guidance.

A third faculty member said, “If we are
supposed to be continuously improving
integrative learning, it would be nice to
know specifically what is used to
determine improvement. Grades?
Capstones? Some sort of standard exam?
What?” Another commented, “We’ve
been doing integrative learning for what,
a couple of years now? How do we
know if we’re accomplishing what the
administration wants?”

Co-Curriculum

Much like their honor faculty peers, non-
honors faculty praised EIU’s co-
curricular activities. Each mentioned the
study abroad program as an excellent
opportunity for students, although one
expressed concern about cost as a
possible  barrier  preventing some
students from participating. A newer
faculty member said, “Students benefit
from the activities and organizations
they participate in. They can be great
learning opportunities.” Another faculty
member said that EIU “surely has one of
the best student life programs.” All



comments on the co-curriculum were
generally positive.

Community/Culture

As with the students and honors faculty,
non-honors faculty also positively noted
EIU’s spirit of community and culture,
the rural location of the university, and
the diverse student body. One faculty
member said, “EIU’s size is much more
attractive to many parents and students
than SIU [Southern Illinois University]
or the University of Illinois. Most
parents do not want their kids to be just a
number.” An older member of the
faculty said, “A student who grew up in
Chicago had a completely different
experience than one who grew up in
Effingham. These students can and do
learn so much from each other.” All non-
honors faculty believe that the number
and variety of student organization and
events on-campus give students a chance
to participate in the community and to
have new cultural experiences.

There was an overall lack of
understanding of EIU’s  mission
statement, and in one case, a lack of
understanding of the purpose of mission
statements in general. A seasoned
faculty member said, “I don’t think it is
necessary for me to know the mission
statement. Mission is the job of the
administration. My job is to teach.”
Another newer faculty member made the
following observation, stating, “Our
mission like most universities. Diversity,
public service, developing a well-
rounded student, etc. Few universities
have unique missions. EIU excels in
executing the mission. That makes us
unique.”
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Study Question #1: What are the barriers
and opportunities that exist between
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs
collaborations?

Barriers to Collaboration-Faculty Point
of View

Despite the honors and non-honors
faculty’s overall positive view and
enthusiasm for integrative learning
generally, evidence of any collaboration
with Student Affairs was quite scant.
The honors faculty perspective is best
summarized in one comment, “I can’t
say that I have [collaborated]. I'm
embarrassed a little, but I’ve never
thought about it much.” Honors faculty
generally expressed a little
disappointment with their lack of
collaboration after having considered the
question of collaboration. A professor,
who had been very enthusiastic
throughout the interview up until this
point shrugged her shoulders and said,
“I, you know, we’ve never really...I’'m
not sure that...No, I guess 1 never
have.” Another said, “I’ve never asked
them to but they’ve never approached
me either.” Additionally, a faculty
member said, “We do a lot for students
in the classroom that | guess | have
never thought about it that much.”

Interestingly,  while  the  faculty
themselves said they had not
collaborated, most everyone assumed
that other divisions/departments did. An
English professor said, “I think that’s
something that happens on the
departmental level and I think that the
history department does a good job with
it but we really don’t.” Interestingly, a
history professor said, “We really don’t
do much collaboration with Student
Affairs.” A professor in the sciences



noted, “I never have and I don’t know of
anyone else in the department that has
but I think some other departments do a
better job than we do.” Note that, when
asked, this professor couldn’t name an
academic  department  that had
collaborated with Student Affairs.

Despite the lack of prior collaboration,
all interviewees expressed some level of
interest in collaborating in the future. A
male professor said, “Sure. I'm sure we
could come up with something.” A
seasoned professor stated, “Yeah, I think
it would be great.” Still, another pointed
out, “Oh, yeah, I can see how that would
be a good idea.”

Based on the interviews, it is a
reasonable conclusion that honors
faculty are willing to collaborate with
Student Affairs but unsure how or what
the process might be. Non-honors
faculty also have little collaboration with
Student Affairs. Two mentioned that
they announce certain activities in their
classes and encourage their students to
participate. One of those two said, “I
guess it’s hard to encourage students to
participate in activities when I don’t go
to many myself. Now that | think about
it, I haven’t been very supportive of
student life. I should be, but I haven’t.”
The older faculty member previously
mentioned who didn’t think integrative
learning was anything new said,
“Student Life has an important role on
campus but it is completely separate
from what happens in the classroom.”
Yet another said, “I’ve thought about
collaborating with student life to develop
activities for class. That’s as far as I’ve
gone. I never get around to it.”

When asked if other faculty or
departments collaborate with Student
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Affairs, the non-honors faculty were
unsure. One said, “I think the honors
program does some collaboration, but
I’m not sure what.” Another faculty
member stated, “Surely someone does. |
just don’t know who.” Based on these
interviews, most non-honors faculty
would be willing to collaborate with
Student  Affairs.  As  previously
mentioned with the honors faculty, most
are unsure how or have never tried. Of
course there will always be some
resistors.

Barriers to Collaboration-Student
Affairs Point of View

While the faculty interviews give a
glimpse of the barriers, the interviews
with Student Affairs professionals were
a bit more telling on the perceived divide
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs. During the individual interviews
with members of the Division of Student
Affairs, a number of items on the
interview protocol were directly related
to collaborations and perceptions
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs. A complete collection of the
questions posed during the Student
Affairs interviews is available in
Appendix A, and an overview of the
conceptual breakdown of the Student
Affairs interviews is included in
Appendix B. The following questions
related to collaborations were directed to
all  participating  Student  Affairs
professionals:

e Does your division collaborate with
any academic department/major on a
regular basis, and if so, are there any
shared learning outcomes?

e How often do you collaborate with
someone on the academic side of
campus?



e What are some of the major barriers
to collaboration with Academic
Affairs or faculty at EIU?

e Are there any avenues for structured
discourse between your area in
Student Affairs and any are in
Academic Affairs?

e How do you believe Student Affairs
is perceived in the eyes of the
faculty?

The responses from Student Affairs
professionals to these questions varied
greatly depending on which specific area
within  Student Affairs the person
worked. While there were definite
differences in the perceptions of
collaborative barriers, certain themes did
become  evident throughout the
interviews as a whole, and these findings
are closely tied to relevant literature
available on collaborations between
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs.

Time Constraints

The issue of time affecting collaboration
is prevalent on most any campus, and
Eastern Illinois is no different. While not
every Student Affairs professional
interviewed indicated that time was a
major  barrier, it was mentioned
frequently enough to warrant further
examination to the issues impacting both
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs. It
was evident through the interviews that
the Division of Student Affairs was not
well staffed across the different
subdivisions, and  therefore  the
professionals were asked to achieve
many goals with professional and
student staffing that may be inadequate.
Student  Affairs and faculty are
concerned primarily with their own
sphere of influence, be it inside the
classroom or outside the classroom,
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which is a result of time constraints
(Getty, Young, & Whitaker-Lea, 2008).
One staff member noted:

| think it has a lot to do with
time...it just seems like everyone
IS just busy, everyone wants
everything right now. So | think
that provides a lot of pressure on
everyone and | think that takes a
lot of time. The biggest reason
why people [faculty] do not
participate is that they do not
have the time to do so.

Since time is very valuable to both
Student Affairs and faculty members,
constraints in this area can greatly
impact the level to which both sides can
collaborate on integrative learning
initiatives. With Student Affairs being
stretched by low staffing and increases
in student need, little time is available to
reach out and develop the relationships
needed with faculty members to create
meaningful partnerships. An additional
barrier related to time is the presence of
a unionized faculty at Eastern Illinois.
With a binding union contract and no
perceived reward for additional work
outside the classroom (Zeller, Hinni, &
Eison, 1989; Martin & Murphy, 2000),
faculty members may not event have
reason to respond to requests for
collaborations with Student Affairs.
Regarding the unionized faculty, one
Student Affairs professional stated:

Well, our faculty is all union...so
there are, unfortunately, a lot of
faculty who feel like ‘I’'m part of
a union and I have a contract, ’'m
going to do what’s on that
contract and you can’t tell me to
do anything else’...



Lack of Knowledge and Common Vision

As higher education has progressed, the
professionalization of both Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs has risen
sharply. Whereas faculty acted as
mentors and in loco parentis throughout
the earliest stages of college and
university life, the outside the classroom
activities of students has largely become
relegated to professionals in Student
Affairs and the pedagogical and
knowledge creation aspects have come
under the expressed realm of the faculty.
Professionals on both sides are now
highly trained in specific disciplines and
techniques, therefore widening the gap
between the Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs (Brady, 1999). This
increased  specialization produces
segmentation to where neither side is
fully aware of the other’s daily activities
or responsibilities (Knefelkemp, et al.,
1992, July; Philpott & Strange, 2003,
January/February). The differences in
organizational cultures between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs is a result
of differing goals related to student
learning and development (Bourassa &
Kruger, 2001, Winter), and represents
what Martin and Murphy (2000)
describe as a “traditional separation”
between the two entities.

Referencing the different cultures and
lack of knowledge between Student
Affairs and faculty at Eastern lllinois,
one staff member stated that: “Student
Affairs is more instantaneously
responsive and Academics is not that
responsive, so there are some barriers on
how they work and how Student Affairs
works.” Another staff member said
“faculty need to have a greater
understanding of what Student Affairs
offers and our accessibility.”
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The perception from the interviews of
Student Affairs professionals seemed to
indicate that faculty had little idea of
what Student Affairs does on a regular
basis, and likewise, the Student Affairs
professionals had limited knowledge of
the professional life of faculty. This
disconnect could be attributed to the
finding that there was a noticeable
absence of shared learning outcomes
with Academic Affairs, and even an
absence of defined learning outcomes
within ~ Student  Affairs. Regarding
learning outcomes within  Student
Affairs, one professional stated that,
“Inside the programs, we talk about what
we need the students to gain. Now as a
division, we have not set forth any
learning outcomes. There are not written
learning outcomes divisionally.” A
similar statement was given by another
Student Affairs professional, this time
related to shared learning outcomes with
Academic Affairs and faculty:

I guess it’s more of a
coordination of activities. | think
the learning outcomes piece |
feel like we talk about a lot, and
in the time I’ve been on-campus,
it’s a conversation we’ve been
having, but | have yet to see us
really make learning outcomes
happen. It’s one of those areas
where we’re good at talking
about it and we’re good at
starting the plan, and then it
never comes to fruition.

Communication Issues

Since Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs tend to act independently from
one another in most of the day-to-day
aspects of their respective divisions



(Philpott & Strange, 2003,
January/February), the perceived lack of
communication at Eastern Illinois is not
surprising. Issues with communication
are likely tied to different organizational
structures (Dale & Drake, 2005, Fall;
Getty, Young, & Whitaker-Lea, 2008),
cultural and professional differences
between the two divisions (Brady, 1999;
Bourassa & Kruger, 2001, Winter), and
a lack of shared knowledge
(Knefelkemp, et al., 1992, July; Dale &
Drake, 2005, Fall). With little common
ground to share outside of working with
the same students, Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs are bound to have
difficulties in communicating without
shared outcomes or vocabulary.

A majority of the interviews with
Student Affairs at Eastern Illinois
indicated that there was limited
communication with academic
departments or faculty on a regular
basis. However, it was not evident
through the interviews that avenues for
communication were necessarily closed,;
simply that communication was sporadic
between certain subdivisions within
Student Affairs and faculty. It was
mentioned by one Student Affairs
professional that Academic Affairs and
Student Affairs members do sit on a
number of committees together, and that
this was an expectation of President
Perry. Certain subdivisions  within
Student Affairs, mainly New Student
Programs and Residence Life, showed
far higher levels of communication with
faculty members than elsewhere within
the division. One professional made
reference to some positive
communication with faculty:

| may be off base, but I would
say that my department has the
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most connections...I could pick
up the phone today and call any
one of the deans and I know that
they would take my phone call
and they wont ask what | am
calling about and we can have a
great conversation. And if | have
something new, they are going to
entertain it...I feel really good
about being able to have tenured
faculty, adjunct faculty, deans,
and department chairs that we
can call and they are going to
understand where we want to go
and how to make it happen.

While communication between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs at Eastern
[llinois seems to be somewhat limited,
although accessible, the interviews with
Student Affairs professionals indicated
that there was a lack of emphasis placed
on communication being passed down
from the higher levels of administration.
This may be based partly on the lack of
common and explicitly stated learning
outcomes, as it may seem fruitless for
professionals on both the academic and
student  development  divide to
collaborate if there are no shared goals.
Within Student Affairs, there were
various statements regarding
communication issues and a lack of
guidance on what was expected related
to integrative learning:

While it [collaboration] hasn’t
been a top-down kind of thing,
it’s going to be a grass roots kind
of initiative coming.

| would say probably the big
thing from our division there is
no clear cut focus on integrative
learning and academics working
together...we’ve had no clear cut



focus or plan as to how to
proceed as a division...”

Divisionally, we are missing the
mark when it comes to
collaborating on the academic
side of the campus. It should be
more or a top-down level

expectation, and think
divisionally, that vision isn’t
there.

Institutional Politics

Internal political pull and hierarchy was
evident in some of the responses from
professionals within Student Affairs.
This is to be expected, as these forces
tend to be highly prevalent throughout
most institutions. Martin and Murphy
(2000) describe “tribe and territory” as a
major barrier for Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs collaborations, as
faculty members tend to be very highly
protective of their resources, time, and
energy. Additionally, Degen and
Sheldahl (2007, Spring) and Colwell
(2006, Winter) indicate that structural
dynamics  of  higher  education
institutions create invisible divides that
pose problems for collaborative efforts.
While there are a number of political
problems that may be manifest that
could cause Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs to compete for
resources, Zeller, Hinni, and Eison
(1989) outline three problems that were
common among responses at Eastern
Illinois.

The first such issue is the tendency for
faculty members to identify primarily
with the pedagogical and research
functions of the university, and more
specifically, those within their chosen
field. While Eastern Illinois is not an
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institution with a high level of research
activity, faculty are focused primarily on
the academic mission of the university,
which would be primarily in the
classroom. This centralized focus on the
academic mission leads to the second
problem stated by Zeller, Hinni, and
Eison (1989), which is the tendency for
faculty to view additional academic
goals outside the classroom as secondary
in importance. This factors into
perception, and the answers from
Student Affairs professionals regarding
how they believe faculty members
perceive Student Affairs reiterate this
“secondary” status. One professional
stated, “I think we are perceived well,
but I do not know if we are perceived as
being very involved in the academic
mission. I think there is a narrower scope
in terms of providing services to
students.”

When asked as to how faculty view
Student Affairs, another professional
stated:

Supplemental, | think. More or
less, | think academics is the
focus. They [students] are
coming to get an education and
sit in class, to study, and I think
Student Affairs is oftentimes
seen as supplemental. | think if
Student Affairs wasn’t there,
college would still go on. I think
that’s many of their [faculty]
view.

Zeller, Hinni, and Eison (1989) also
point out the status differential between
members of the faculty and Student
Affairs professionals. Faculty members
tend to have advanced degrees and
significant levels of teaching experience,
whereas Student Affairs professionals



may have limited academic credential
past the Master’s level, especially in the
entry-level positions. As a result, faculty
may perceive that the business of
teaching students and developing new
knowledge should be reserved for those
with the proper credentials. Likewise,
Student Affairs professionals may feel ill
equipped to work directly with faculty
members in development of certain
higher level learning opportunities
because of perceived difference in status.
Through the interviews, it was not
evident whether or not Student Affairs
professionals refrained from
collaboration with faculty based on the
status differences, but some statements
did show evidence that faculty might not
be as open to collaboration based on the
view of Student Affairs as non-
academics. One professional did allude
to this perception by saying, “On the
negative side, | think that the faculty
does not see those of us in Student
Affairs as scholars, which is personally a
little bit frustrating for me because I am
a scholar as well.”

Lack of Intentionality

For optimal student learning, both in and
out of the classroom, structures must be
intentionally developed that both lay a
framework and provide opportunities for
development (Braskamp, Trautvetter, &
Ward, 2008). To facilitate student
learning, Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs partnerships must be persistent
and continuous over the course of time
to create meaningful impact. In the case
of Eastern Illinois, the integrative
learning component is still in its infancy,
so intentionality on both parts is of the
utmost importance in creating
collaborations that will positively benefit
students.
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At the time of the interviews with
Student Affairs professionals, there
appeared to be the notion of integrative
learning as an important part of the
future of campus life and academics, but
no real plan in place to bring the two
sides together from a larger divisional
standpoint. New organizational
structures have been advocated in the
literature as a way to bring Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs together in
new reporting lines (Keeling, 2004,
January), which could then result in the
development of an open campus model
where  professionals  from  various
disciplines and departments work
together on common goals (Kuh, et al.,
2005). Martin and Murphy (2000) also
advocate for a campus-wide task force to
bring together Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs in an intentional
setting. As stated previously, the
perception of many of the Student
Affairs professionals interviewed was
that integrative learning was becoming
more of a ‘“grass roots” phenomenon
instead of a “top-down” expectation.

Although intentional collaboration with
Academic Affairs was somewhat lacking
in the interviews, two subdivisions, New
Student Programs and Residence Life,
did exhibit some proactive initiatives
with working with faculty members.
New Student Programs was mentioned
by a number of professional staff
members as an exemplary example at
Eastern Illinois. When asked about
successful  collaborations  between
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs,
one professional stated, “New Student
Programs does with ‘Eastern Reads,’
where we are tying in a book where all
the incoming freshman need to read, and
encouraging faculty and staff to lead



these reading circles.” The same
professional also stated that in regards to
intentional partnerships:

We just have to make sure that
from the top-down, we’re
extending that expression of
partnership and  enthusiasm.
Sometimes it may get stuck
halfway because our Directors all
go off to meetings and stay so
busy that the front line staff
maybe isn’t getting told.

Other professional staff members also
discussed the involvement of New
Student Programs in the University
Foundations course as the possibility of
an “awesome collaboration.” There was
repeated mention that many Student
Affairs subdivisions work with the
University  Foundations course to
acclimate first year students to campus
life and the services offered through
Student Affairs.

Residence Life was also repeatedly
mentioned as having intentional
relationships ~ with  faculty, mostly
through the Faculty Fellows program.
One professional staff member outlined
the Faculty Fellows program as follows:

I’s kind of like ‘Adopt a
Highway’ program where you
volunteer to clean up one mile of
interstate. We have about seventy
faculty members on-campus that
have adopted twelve residence
halls...a team on average around
eight to nine faculty members
who were asked to do at least
three things in that residential
community.
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Another staff member noted that, “If you
look at the Faculty Fellows program,
students are seeing faculty outside of
their respective classroom settings and in
much more of an informed and informal
setting.”

In addition to the Faculty Fellows
program, Residence Life has also
allocated funds towards a more informal
program where student leaders and
Resident Assistants are encouraged to
bring faculty guests to meals in the
dining facilities. Related to this program,
one staff member said:

This is one way to integrate the
faculty into the dining and social
realm of  the students’
world...These are more down-to-
earth discussions that happen
between faculty and students to
help students learn more about
the faculty member outside the
classroom, that they are people,
too.

Summary of Barriers: Student Affairs
Point of View

While the interviews of Student Affairs
professionals did not represent the
entirety of the division, the responses
point to the general sentiment within
Student Affairs that there have been
problems with collaborations with
Academic Affairs, but there have also
been successes and positive hope for
future partnerships. The most prevalent
issues tended to be related to
intentionality and communication issues
within Student Affairs, not necessarily
the external relations with faculty. The
successes tended to coincide with the
subdivisions of Student Affairs where
educational missions cross (New Student



Programs,  Career  Services, and
Community Service), and areas with
little collaboration represented the
traditional inside the classroom vs.
outside the classroom experiences
(Student Activities and Greek Life).
What was most surprising was the
success of Residence Life in tying in
with the academic mission of the
university through the Faculty Fellows
program and bringing faculty into the
student  realm  through informal
programming.

Since the integrative learning component
at Eastern Illinois is a relatively new
institutional initiative, it is likely that
more intentional partnerships will be
developed over the course of time, and
this increase in intentionality should
filter down to the director-level and
entry level Student Affairs staff
members. Increased communication,
both within Student Affairs and with
Academic Affairs, should increase with
the development of more centralized and
explicit learning outcomes. While it was
evident throughout the interviews that
these learning outcomes have not been
developed, it seemed that specific
expectations are both desired and needed
to increase the level of integrative
learning at Eastern Illinois.

Study Question #2: What existing
collaborative practices between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs should be

kept and what practices are needed for
more effective collaborations?

Existing Collaborations to Build Upon

While there were several existing
collaborations between Student Affairs
and Academic Affairs that showed
positive results in enhancing integrative
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learning on-campus at Eastern Illinois,
two specific initiatives were frequently
referenced throughout the interviews of
Student  Affairs Professionals: the
Faculty Fellows program  within
Residence Life and initiatives under the
auspice of New Student Programs.

Faculty Fellows Program

The Faculty Fellows program has been a
joint venture between Residence Life
and Academic Affairs as a way to bring
faculty into the living environment of
students living on-campus. There are
approximately 70 faculty members
participating in the program each year,
with these faculty split into teams and
assigned to one of 12 residential
complexes. These teams of Faculty
Fellows interact with the residents in the
facilities on a regular basis for formal
and informal programs. Communication
has been paramount for the success of
this initiative, and team leader from each
of the respective complexes is expected
to have regular conversations with the
Residence Life professional staff
members to create new opportunities for
faculty and students to interact. The
Faculty Fellows program has also led to
the development of an offshoot program
where student leaders are encouraged to
invite and faculty member, not just those
in the Faculty Fellows, to meals in the
campus dining establishments for further
interaction with students, and this
program is funded through Residence
Life.

Having faculty be involved with the
residential lives of students is highly
beneficial to integrating the curricular
and co-curricular lives of students.
Having faculty involvement in the living
spaces of students is helpful in the



creation of a seamless learning
environment (Martin & Murphy, 2000).
Faculty are able to interact with students
on a level that may not be possible in the
classroom or lab, and this interaction
may also allow for students to develop a
more positive perception of faculty
members through discussions that are
still developmental in nature, but
possibly more informal and outside the
faculty member’s specific discipline.
Additionally, time spent by the faculty in
residential facilities with students may
increase the opportunities for interaction
with informal student groups (Kuh, et
al., 1994). Since some faculty members
may serve as advisors for recognized
student organizations or pre-professional
groups, their sphere of influence may be
limited to a select number or
demographic of students. Participation in
residential living programs allows for
faculty members to engage with students
they might not otherwise come into
contact.

Keeling (2004, January) speaks of “new
organizational cultures” as a way to
increase the level of cooperation
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs.  Certainly having faculty
participate in residential living programs
would classify as a new organizational
culture. The downside to the opportunity
for faculty to interact with students in
on-campus residences is the amount of
time needed to create beneficial
interactions. In an overview of the DEEP
(Documenting  Effective  Educational
Practice) schools, Kuh et al. (2005) state
that developing meaningful learning
environments on college campuses is a
very labor intensive endeavor, especially
on the part of the faculty. Since time is
extremely valuable to faculty, the
increased  pressures  of  research,
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publication, and pedagogy may override
the need or desire of faculty members to
interact with students outside of the
classroom. However, if there is a
perceived  benefit for increased
interaction with students, be it tenure or
stipend, faculty members may be more
willing to put in the time and effort to
develop learning partnerships with
students outside the classroom, and with
Student Affairs departments as well
(Martin & Murphy, 2000; Zeller, Hinni,
& Eison, 1989).

While there are a variety of different
approaches to integrating faculty
members into the residential facilities on
a campus, the highest level of immersion
would be in  faculty-in-residence
programs. In this model, faculty would
actually live on-campus with the
students, similar to historical models and
the truest form of a residential college
(Kellogg, 1999; Bourassa & Kruger,
2001, Winter). However, faculty living
on-campus is not the most feasible

model  for  most  contemporary
institutions. Programs designed
collaboratively  between  Academic

Affairs and Residence Life to bring
faculty into the residential living
facilities on a regular basis have been
shown as positive forces in the creation
of learning communities on-campus
(Kuh, et al., 2005). Through increased
collaboration and development, both
faculty members and Residence Life
professionals can gain increased
appreciation and understanding for one
another’s strengths and talents, thereby
equalizing tension that can be normal
with professional staff members working
with faculty members (Zeller, Hinni, &
Eison, 1989).

New Student Programs



New Student Programs at Eastern
Illinois  works collaboratively  with
faculty members and Academic Affairs
on a regular basis to aid in the
matriculation and acculturation of new
students. This collaboration is benefited
by having faculty members take an
active role in advising new students
during summer orientation session, work
with Student Affairs in the development
of University Foundations courses, and
through facilitating first year reading
opportunities. Professionals in  New
Student Programs have extensive
interaction with faculty members to
develop orientation and advising
schedules and information, and various
professionals throughout the Division of
Student Affairs are active in some
teaching  during the  University
Foundations courses. The first year
reading component, known as Eastern
Reads, is also developed jointly between
New Student Programs and Academic
Affairs, and faculty or staff led reading
groups are developed to increase the
level of integration first year students
received related to the common text
inside and outside the classroom.

Kuh et al. (2005) highlights the
importance of first year seminar (FYS)
courses in aiding in overall student
development and setting students on the
path to success. Since the first year of
college is pivotal for many students,
increased emphasis on collaboration
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs is important for holistic
development. By combining the level of
expertise faculty members have with
pedagogical concerns and concept
mastery with the expertise of Student
Affairs professionals related to student
development theory and practice, a
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comprehensive and integrative course
for first year students can be developed.
This cooperation is also beneficial to the
student orientation process through
acclimation to college life and the
development of an academic plan for
students to begin their college degree
towards a specific field of study (Degen
& Sheldahl, 2007, Spring; Kuh, et al.,
2005). Additionally, by including
Student  Affairs in the actual
development and teaching of FYS
courses can have benefits to students,
faculty, and Student Affairs
professionals. Students can receive
information related to campus policies
and procedures, faculty can become
more acquainted with the areas of
student development in which Student
Affairs is involved, and Student Affairs
professionals gain insight into the
development of courses and pedagogical
techniques (Martin & Murphy, 2000).

Common readings are an important part
of developing active learning within
student  populations. If  student
populations are exposed to similar
experiences, this can lead to further
small group discussions, possibly led by
faculty and staff members (Kuh, et al.,
2005). Through development of a
common reading component, a campus
can generate a general conversation
around a chosen topic, and in the view of
Kellogg (1999), “create a common
vision of learning” and “a common
language.” When the creation of a
common text is a partnership between
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs,
the result can lean more towards global
and cultural competencies, rather than
strictly academic ideals (Keeling, 2004,
January), which can enhance the reach
of the common reading by impacting a
more general student population. Having



Student Affairs involved in the planning
of the common reading component is
also a beneficial tactic in increasing the
level to which Student Affairs is
involved in the general education
component of undergraduate education
(Brady, 1999, Winter).
Possible  Beneficial  Practices for
Collaboration

While there are a few existing practices
at Eastern Illinois that support the notion
of the Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs working collaboratively towards
integrative learning, there are ample
opportunities for more intentional
interaction between the two sides. Many
opportunities were alluded to during the
interviews  with  Student  Affairs
professionals on-campus, and most
could be adapted and applied with a little
more time and concerted effort. In a
publication  from  the National
Association of  Student  Personnel
Administrators (NASPA), Martin and
Murphy (2000) outline ten different
applications of the adequately dubbed
“Partnership Model” between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs. Five of
the ten proposed ideas already exist in
some shape or form at Eastern Illinois:
FYE Courses, Faculty-in-Residence
Programs, Crossover Committee
Membership, Restructured search teams,
and Team Teaching. The remaining five
ideas are definitely possible at Eastern
Illinois, and could be quite influential in
developing the integrative learning
component in the future.

Campus-Wide Task Force
While Martin and Murphy (2000) advise

in the article for this campus-wide task
force to be focused on retention, an
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adaptation to make the task force focus
on integrative learning would be
beneficial in the case of Eastern Illinois.
There has been a movement within the
field over the last few years for Student
Affairs to move away from the more
traditional social outcomes of student
development theory towards specific co-
curricular learning outcomes that can be
aligned with curricular missions and
goals (Getty, Young, & Whitaker-Lea,
2008). With this trend being manifest at
Eastern Illinois where the Student
Affairs professionals displayed a need
for specific outcomes throughout the
interviews, the student development
professionals could bring various forms
of expertise to a task force charged with
developing integrative learning and
specific student learning outcomes.

Keeling (2004, January) offers up a
number of specific learning outcomes in
which Student Affairs can help faculty
develop, including engaged citizenship,
career planning, ethics, and leadership.
Co-curricular areas such as experiential
learning and service learning could also
be applied to this list (Knefelkamp, et
al.,, 1992, July). As citizenship is a
primary goal of Eastern Illinois, having
Student Affairs professionals working
with faculty on developing related
outcomes could be highly beneficial.
Additionally, professionals with
expertise with student conduct could
benefit goals related to ethics, and
development of experiential learning
within Student Activities, Greek Life,
and Community service could enhance
integrative learning opportunities and
promote leadership development in
students.

Enhanced General Education Core with
Cocurricular Components



Adding in definitive co-curricular pieces
into syllabi and course requirements
could greatly enhance the level of
integrative learning at Eastern Illinois.
According to Martin and Murphy
(2000), such commitment to co-
curricular development would
compliment the overall undergraduate
curriculum, as well as provide a mutual
cost-sharing initiative if the price of
programs and developments was split
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs. According to Fried (2007), one
of the tenets of a developmentally rich
undergraduate  experience is  the
“constructions of self in society,” and
adding a co-curricular component to the
general education core would be helpful
in reaching this outcome.

Some development of required service
learning as a co-curricular component is
advocated by Knefelkamp et al. (1992,
July) and Kuh et al. (2005), and such a
requirement be beneficial not only in
certain courses or majors, but across the
campus to impact all students. With a
proactive Community Service
subdivision of Student Affairs, building
service learning into the curriculum
would be reciprocal in benefit. There
might also be requirements for student
participation in institutionally
recognized student organizations or
clubs, which would encourage student
engagement. Whatever the structure is
for the co-curricular component, such an
initiative would aid in the development
of a campus ethos of involvement and
integration, allowing students to more
fully mesh their public and private lives
on-campus (Braskamp, Trautvetter, &
Ward, 2008).

Coursework in Leadership Development
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As students continue to work through
undergraduate courses on the premise of
being employable upon graduation, the
advent of required coursework in
leadership development could be highly
beneficial at Eastern Illinois, and would
require the collaboration of both Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs to ensure
practicality and significant academic
rigor (Kellogg, 1999). Martin and
Murphy (2000) advocate for leadership
development courses to be widespread,
incorporating multiple curricular areas
with various learning outcomes. The
idea of developing “practical leadership”
skills was explained by Keeling (2004,
January) as giving students the skills
necessary to become leaders in real
world situations. As Student Affairs
professionals are charged with the task
of working with and developing talented
student leaders, expertise from the areas
of Student Activities, Greek Life, and
Residence Life would be highly
beneficial in developing a curricular
emphasis on leadership development.

Leadership is a definite component of
engaged citizenship, so Student Affairs
and Academic Affairs at Eastern Illinois
should work collaboratively to add an
integrative component to the curriculum
to facilitate progress towards this goal.
Kuh et al. (1994) states that
collaborative efforts with increasing
levels of impact on student learning
should encompass high expectations for
student performance under the premise
that if an institution expects more out of
its students, it will in turn receive more
from its students. If producing good
citizens is a focal point of the
institutional mission at Eastern Illinois,
more emphasis should be placed on
leadership development and how this



relates to citizenry. A collaborative
effort between Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs could effectively raise
the level of expectation for students
related to leadership development, and in
return, reap the benefits of having more
intentional student leaders on-campus.

Instructional Technology Workshops for
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs

The rapid development of technologies
has oftentimes outpaced the embrace and
utilization of technology in curricular
and cocurricular learning situations. As
students become more connected to
available advancements in electronic
media and exposed to wider arrays of
accessible information, it would benefit
faculty and staff members to develop a
more common understanding of what
technologies are available (Martin &
Murphy, 2000), and more importantly,
how to properly utilize them to benefit
integrative learning. In the review of
institutions with high levels of success in
developing positive educational
environments, Kuh et al. (2005)
advocates for the use of ‘“engaging
pedagogies” as impetus for student
learning across all areas of collegiate
life. Developing new ways to integrate
the available electronic technologies into
the learning lives of students would be
highly beneficial for faculty and Student
Affairs seeking to bridge learning inside
the classroom with experiences outside
the classroom.

By establishing an ongoing series of
workshops or symposiums for faculty
and Student Affairs staff related to
technology advancements and
implementation, Eastern Illinois might
create a paradigm shift in the way
technology is viewed as a tool for
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curricular and co-curricular learning.
Fried (2007) notes that such an initiative
might be beneficial for the professionals
involved by establishing the legitimacy
of different methods of pedagogy and
how these might relate to overall student
learning. Additionally, workshops for
faculty and Student Affairs staff related
to better utilization of technologies
might create a mutual need for
collaboration between the two sides
(Knefelkamp, et al., 1992, July) to better
understand new advancements in
technology, as well as increase the
cultural awareness of how students
utilize new technologies in a living and
learning environment (Keeling, 2004,
January).

Broader Definition of Faculty or Student
Affairs Service

Since one of the major costs of
collaborative efforts is time, the
development of a better system to
reward time spent in working across
divisional lines between Student Affairs
and Academic Affairs could be
beneficial at Eastern Illinois. It has been
stated that rewards on the faculty side
are usually related to tenure, rank, and
funding (Zeller, Hinni, & Eison, 1989;
Martin & Murphy, 2000), so making
sure that faculty are rewarded for a
willingness to interact with students
outside the classroom and work with
Student Affairs on integrated initiatives
would be important. Taking this a step
further and requiring collaborative work
with co-curricular student learning could
possibly be even more effective, by a
making a preference an essential
priority. Conversely, instituting some
incentive or requirement on the part of
Student Affairs staff to collaborate with
faculty could be more beneficial in the



long run by setting a precedent for
partnerships and working outside of the
typical co-curricular student
development realm.

By broadening what is expected or
rewarded in terms of service in the
faculty and Student Affairs positions,
Eastern Illinois might enhance the
overall community of the campus
through these redefined relationships,
bringing about a more integrated campus
by starting with the professionals
charged with providing integrative
learning opportunities for the students
(Braskamp, Trautvetter, & Ward, 2008).
Essentially, if Eastern Illinois is adamant
about setting the expectation for students
to  show increased integrative
competencies by meshing learning inside
the classroom with experiences outside
the classroom, bringing expectations of
faculty and Student Affairs staff more in
line with the student expectations could
be highly effective in creating a new
campus ethos related to integrative
learning (Kuh, et al., 1994).

Study Question #3: Is there an
assessment plan that is adequate for
integrative learning?

Integrative learning is an ambitious
student learning goal, long espoused in
higher education and in the world at
large. It is also a goal that for too long
has depended upon serendipity rather
than planning in its achievement and is
often not included as an element in
assessments. But if a college or
university is committed to integrative
learning as an expected outcome, it must
create intentional approaches to
providing integrative experiences and
assessing the quality of student
integrative achievement (Miller, 2005).
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When EIU identified the need to further
develop integrative learning at the
University, it was determined that an
assessment plan was needed to identify
pertinent data, devise a methodology for
data collection, and determine the most
effective manner of presenting data. That
need was echoed in the faculty
interviews. As previously mentioned,
one complaint among honors faculty and
non-honors faculty alike is the lack of
goals and assessments. There seems to
be an overall lack of visibility and
knowledge about integrative learning
assessment.

Many colleges and universities have
assessment plans for their integrative
learning programs. However, the
literature repeatedly indicates that
assessment plans for integrative learning
must be created at the local level in order
to be successful. With this in mind, this
section of the report will provide a brief
discussion of pertinent information
needed to develop an assessment plan.

Overview

Prior to the 1970’s, college degrees were
not questioned in regards to quality or
value added to the student and society.
In the 1970’s fiscal problems put into
question the quality and necessity of
higher education in the United States.
During the 1980’s, multiple reports
called for reform of higher education and
increased accountability from college
systems and campuses. By the end of the
20™ Century, all regional accrediting
agencies included assessment as an
integral part of requirements for
continued good standing (Huba & Freed,
2000). Today, the nationwide movement
for assessment continues both on



campuses, in systems, and among state
and national legislators. This is
occurring in a climate of increasing
enrollments and decreasing resources
making the need for cost-effective
assessments imperative (Bloxham &
Boyd, 2007).

A first step in developing a successful
assessment plan is defining what
assessment is and identifying its
purpose.  Several  definitions  of
assessment that have common elements
exist in literature. Common elements
include identifying assessment as a
process in which data is gathered and
reviewed. It is commonly stated that the
purpose of assessment is to improve
learning. Berheide (2007) writes that the
end result of assessment “is the
improvement of student learning at the
individual, program, and institutional
levels.” A sampling of assessment
definitions may be found in Appendix C.

Huba and Freed (2000) provide a
definition of assessment that reflects the
common elements found in most
definitions:

The process of gathering and
discussing information  from
multiple and diverse sources in
order to develop a deep
understanding of what students
know, understand, and can do
with their knowledge as a result
of their educational experiences;
the process culminates when
assessment results are used to
improve subsequent learning.

As multiple definitions of assessment
exist, so do multiple descriptions of the
assessment process. Seymour (1992)
cites the Shewhart Cycle of assessment
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and continuous improvement developed
by at the Bell Telephone Laboratories.
The Shewhart Cycle has four-steps: plan,
do, check, and act. While other
assessment processes may include
additional or fewer steps, most
assessment processes tend to be based on
this simple plan. A sampling of
assessment processes may be found in
Appendix C.

Huba and Freed (2000) developed the
following four-step assessment process:

1. Formulating statements of intended
learning outcomes.

2. Developing or selecting assessment
measures.

3. Creating experiences leading to
outcomes.

4. Discussing and using assessment
results to improve learning.

Once an assessment process, or plan, has
been developed it must be successfully
implemented in order to be of use to the
institution. Unfortunately, institutes of
higher education are slow to see the need
for  assessment  (Banta,  2007).
Accordingly, the reaction to assessment
implementation is usually less than
receptive. Berheide (2007) states, “I
have never met a faculty member who
was excited about doing assessment,
although rumor has it they exist.”

Allen  (2004)  acknowledges the
following stages in implementation:
denial, acceptance, resistance,
understanding, campaign, collaboration,
and institutionalization. Specific to
formal, objectively scored standardized
tests, faculty are resistant due to a fear
that education will be reduced to
teaching to the test (Boyd, ND). Faculty
can point to high-stakes tests such as



progress exams and the SAT / ACT in P-
12 education, tests that lead to
performance funding such as the C-
BASE in undergraduate education, and
entrance exams such as the GRE for
graduate studies.

There are ways to mitigate the earlier
stages in order to gain
institutionalization ~ sooner.  Ongoing
faculty development is important
because many faculty are not familiar
with complex assessment techniques and
are, therefore, uncomfortable with the
process. It is equally important to
provide adequate resources to support
assessment  efforts.  Collaboration,
mentor programs, and strong leadership
both from the administration and from
within the faculty are other ways to
reduce  resistance to  assessment
implementation (Allen, 2004). The
campus’s reaction should be anticipated
prior to implementation in order to make
implementation as efficient as possible.

Best Practices in Assessment

Since the 2007 Spellings Commission on
Higher Education, there has been
concern among those in the academy
that a governmental push for
standardized, high stakes, exit testing is
forthcoming. This comes at a time when
there are increased demands for
accountability ~ from  states  and
stakeholders. External forces demand
accountability assessment while internal
constituencies are more concerned with
assessment that leads to improvement of
student learning. Best practices from
many sources seek to satisfy both with
one assessment plan.

To begin a discussion of best practices in
assessment, the Vanderbilt study team
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conducted a survey of the websites of
the 10 Carnegie Integrative learning
Project campuses. Of the 10 schools,
seven mentioned integrative learning in
their general education core curriculum
student learning outcomes. Only three
had integrative learning easily accessibly
on their website. Only one, Michigan
State University, posted student learning
outcomes  specific to integrative
learning. Of the seven schools with
integrative learning in their general
education core curriculum learning
outcomes, six have an outcome or
outcomes that address some or all of the
American Association of Colleges and
Universities (AAC&U) four essential
learning outcomes recommended for
integrative learning (Kean, Mitchell, &
Wilson, 2008). Those outcomes are:

1. Knowledge of Human Cultures and
the Physical and Natural World

2. Intellectual and Practical Skills

3. Personal and Social Responsibility

4. Integrative learning

The website at EIU was surveyed for the
elements found on the 10 Carnegie
Integrative learning Project campus
websites. On EIU’s website, there is no
mention of integrative learning in EIU’s
general education core curriculum
student learning outcomes. In fact, it was
very difficult to locate the general
education outcomes on EIU’s website.
EIU has developed what appears to be
learning outcomes for its integrative
learning program.  Those outcomes
follow:

Integrative Learners are intentional
learners who adapt to change and
new environments, integrate
knowledge gained from different
sources and experiences, and



continue learning as a lifelong
habit. They are:

e Empowered through the mastery of
intellectual and practical skills;

¢ Informed by understanding the social
and natural worlds;

e Responsible for their actions and
values

These learning outcomes fulfill the
previously mentioned American
Association of Colleges and University’s
four essential outcomes for integrative
learning. However, they do not align
with the six characteristics of integrative
learning derived from the definition of
integrative learning that EIU adopted:
intentionality, reflection, metacognition,
problem-solving, collaboration, and
engagement. Additionally, these
outcomes are not easily measured.

It is important to note that the integrative
learning outcomes were not easily found.
After much searching, they were found
embedded in a draft document titled The
What, Why and How of Integrative
Learning and the Integrated Academic
and Personal Development of Students
(ND) found linked to EIU’s integrative
learning  webpage. All  learning
outcomes should be highly visible to
students, faculty, administration, and
external stakeholders in order to
emphasize the importance of learning
outcomes to the institution.

Assessment
Accreditation

Requirements for

All regional accrediting agencies have
assessment requirements that must be
met for continued accreditation (Allen,
2004). Eastern Illinois  University

Integrative Learning 42

receives primary accreditation from the
North Central Association of Colleges
and Schools (NCA). The most recent
Criteria for Accreditation became
effective January 1, 2005 (NCA, 2003).
NCA, like all regional accreditation
bodies, has a statement regarding
assessment. “More than just an effective
strategy for accountability or an
effective  management process for
curriculum improvement, assessment of
student achievement is essential for each
higher learning organization that values
its effective on the learning of its
students (NCA, 2003).”

NCA has five criteria for accreditation
found in the Handbook (2003). Four of
the following five require a strong
assessment plan of student learning
outcomes.

1. Mission and Integrity — The
organization operates with integrity
to ensure the fulfillment of its
mission through structures and
processes that involve the board,
administration, faculty, staff, and
students.

2. Preparing for the Future — The
organization’s allocation of
resources and its processes for
evaluation and planning demonstrate
its capacity to fulfill its mission,
improve, the quality of its education,
and respond to future challenges and
opportunities.

3. Student Learning and Effective
Teaching — The organization
provides evidence of student learning
and teaching effectiveness that
demonstrates it is fulfilling its
educational mission.

4. Acquisition, Discovery, and
Application of Knowledge — The
organization promotes a life of



learning for its faculty,
administration, staff, and students by
fostering and supporting inquiry,
creativity, practice, and social
responsibility in  ways consistent
with its mission.

5. Engagement and Service — As called
for by its mission, the organization
identifies its constituencies and
serves them in ways both value.

Imbedded in the criteria are seven Core
Components that are relevant to
development of assessment plans. The
assessment plan for integrative learning
should address these seven Core
Components. An assessment plan for
integrative learning is additionally
advantageous to EIU because it will
provide future evidence of compliance
of the seven Core Components and
therefore help with accreditation. The
relevant Criteria and the seven Core
Components may be found in Appendix
D.

Resources for Assessment

Once learning outcomes have been
developed they must be measured and
the results must be easily accessible.
This leads to improved teaching,
continued accreditation, and an overall
effective learning environment. Texas
A&M University hosts an annual
assessment conference each February
that serves as an excellent resource for
best practices in assessment. Examples
of best practices from select institutions
that participate in the conference may be
found in Appendix E.

In summary, assessment plans should be
able to address both the internal
assessment needs for improving student
learning while at the same time
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providing the data to satisfy external
assessment requirements from
accrediting agencies. In reviewing
assessment best practices, it is apparent
that there is not a “one size fits all”
assessment plan adequate for all colleges
and universities. Instead there are several
elements that should be used in building
an assessment plan for integrative
learning unique to each institution.
However, important elements can be
gleaned from other schools that will
serve as a guideline for integrative
learning assessment.

1. There should be an agreed upon
definition of, and a clear purpose for
assessment.

2. A framework for the process should
be chosen.

3. Integrative learning student learning
outcomes need to be developed and
widely disseminated.

4. Multiple direct and indirect measures
need to be selected or developed for
gathering data on student learning
outcomes.

5. The assessment plan should be
designed in such a way that
accreditation criteria needs are met.

Study Question #4: What assessment
tools already exist that can be used to
measure integrative learning?

At the heart of all assessment plans are
the tools or measurements that gather
relevant data. A wide variety of
assessment tools exist. Tools can be
direct or indirect. Direct tools include
pre and posttests, comprehensive exams,
portfolio evaluation, and grading with
rubrics. Indirect tools include exit
interviews, surveys, graduation rates,
and number of students who travel
abroad. Tools can be developed locally



to meet specific assessment needs or can
be developed to establish comparisons
between schools nationwide. Measures
can be designed to measure simple skills
such as memorization, or complex skills
like the ability to integrate knowledge
gained from four years of general
education courses and major courses and
apply that knowledge to a field specific
case.

Assessment tools must be valid and
reliable in order to accurately measure
integrative learning. In brief, a valid test
is one that measures what it is suppose to
(Salkind, 2005). “Aligning local
assessments  with  the educational
experiences that students have is
required to assure reasonable validity of
assessments (Miller, 2005)”. A reliable
test is one that yields the same or similar
results each time it is given (Salkind,
2005).

Before introducing specific assessment
tools that may be of interest to EIU, it is
important to discuss the Voluntary
System of Accountability (VSA) that
EIU participates in. Developed by the
American Association of State Colleges
and Universities and the Association of
Public and Land-grant Universities, the
Voluntary System of Accountability
supplies data for College Portraits. Data
gathered include cost of attendance,
financial aid, plans of graduates, student
experiences and perceptions, and student
learning assessment. Three hundred
universities participate in VSA and the
College Portraits (College Portraits,
2009).

Integrative learning and the VSA can
easily share an assessment tools. This is
beneficial for several reasons. First,
students will take fewer exams / surveys
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thus reducing test taking fatigue.
Second, using the same assessment tools
for multiple purposes will save money.
Third, using one plan to assess multiple
initiatives will save time and reduce
confusion. Three of the assessment tools
that will be discussed are recommended
for the VSA.

Multiple assessment tools should be
used to assess the success of a program.
With this in mind, EIU is already
piloting the National Survey of Student
Engagement (NSSE). NSSE will provide
data that can be used to show the success
of integrative learning and that can be
used in the VSA. However, NSSE
cannot be the sole survey for these two
programs.

Assessment Tools
VALUE Rubrics

The American Association of Colleges
and Universities, in collaboration with
faculty from all across the country, has
developed VALUE rubrics for assessing
undergraduate education. VALUE stands
for the Valid Assessment of Learning in
Undergraduate Education (AAC&U,
2009). Twelve leadership campuses
piloted the first VALUE rubrics. As of
late 2009, over 100 campuses use
VALUE rubrics to evaluate both general
education and major specific learning
(AAC&U, 2009). 15 VALUE rubrics
have been developed to measure the
following:

Inquiry and analysis
Critical thinking
Creative thinking
Creative thinking
Written communication
Oral communication



Reading

Quantitative literacy

Information literacy

Teamwork

Problem solving

Civic knowledge and engagement —

local and global

e Intercultural
competence

e Ethical reasoning
Foundations and skills for lifelong
learning

e Integrative learning

knowledge and

In each rubric, each category of learning
is given a score of one, for low
achievement of skills, to four for
mastery of skills. For example, the
integrative learning rubric assesses five
categories:

e Connection to Experience — connects
relevant experience and knowledge

e Connection to Discipline — makes
connections across disciplines and
perspectives

e Transfer — adapts and applies skills,
abilities, theories, or methodologies
gained in one situation to new
situations

e Integrated Communication — self-
explanatory

e Reflection and Self-Assessment —
Demonstrates a developing sense of
self as a learner, building on prior
experiences to respond to new and
challenging contexts

The following AAC&U statement
describes the intended use for the
VALUE rubrics. This  statement
accompanies each of the fifteen rubrics.

The rubrics are intended for
institutional-level use in
evaluating and discussing student
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learning, not for grading. The
core expectations articulated in
all fifteen of the VALUE rubrics
can and should be translated into
the language of individual
campuses, disciplines, and even
courses. The utility of the
VALUE rubrics is to position
learning at all undergraduate
levels within a basic framework
of expectations such that
evidence of learning can be
shared nationally through a
common dialog and
understanding of student success.
(AAC&U, 2009).

Due to the recent development and
adaptation of the VALUE rubrics,
AAC&U is currently establishing
validity and reliability. AAC&U has
established national committees to
address these two equally important
statistical standards. From the available
literature, it appears that experts from
around the country will continue to work
to improve the VALUE rubrics.
Interrater reliability will be used to see if
different evaluators using the rubrics
will come to similar conclusions about
the quality of the work being reviewed.
Although the literature does not address
validity, content validity is present due
to the number of reviews of the VALUE
rubrics conducted by experts in the
disciplines to me measured.

VALUE rubrics have strengths and
weaknesses. A strength of the VALUE
rubrics is that the AAC&U offers the
rubrics free to member colleges and
universities.  Since EIU is already a
member of AAC&U, there will be no
cost in adopting VALUE rubrics. A
second strength is that the VALUE
rubrics provide a measurement tool that



is designed specifically for integrative
learning (AAC&U, 2009). The weakness
of the VALUE rubrics is that validity
and reliability have not yet been
established. The VALUE rubrics were
just finalized in the fall of 2009. The
next step is to test validity and reliability
(AAC&U, 2009). Examples of VALUE
rubrics from the AAC&U are included in
Appendix F.

Collegiate Learning Assessment

Scott Jaschik in Inside Higher Ed (2008)
dubbed the Collegiate Learning
Assessment (CLA), developed by the
Council for Aid to Education, “a hot
assessment tool”. CLA is designed to
measure learning outcomes and value
added by colleges. Edwin H. Welch,
president of the University of
Charleston, one of the 10 Carnegie
integrative learning schools, said that the
CLA “is light years ahead of the fill-in-
the-blank format of most standardized
tests (Traub, J. 2007).

The CLA is not the typical standardized
test with multiple choice or true / false
questions. Instead, CLA evaluates
written student responses to open-ended
questions. The student is expected to
draw from knowledge gained in
numerous courses and experiences to
create a real world answer. Rubrics are
used to evaluate student responses.
ACT/SAT scores are then used as a
control to measure value added (Council
on Aid to Education, 2008).

An important feature of the CLA is a
respect  for faculty autonomy,
acknowledging that different teaching
styles can still create value added to the
students’ knowledge and skills. As such,
CLA meets both the summative
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assessment needs of the school as a
whole and the formative assessment
needs of individual.

CLA is considered to have content
validity since many faculty (experts)
review the student responses using the
CLA rubric (Salkind, 2005). To further
demonstrate validity, the Council on Aid
to Education is conducting a construct
validity study in conjunction with the
ACT and ETS. To establish reliability, a
second scorer grades ten percent of
responses. Over the last two
administrations of CLA, the correlation
between the first and second scorers
ranged from .76 to .87 indicating strong
interrater reliability. The correlations
from the previous six administrations
also fall into this range. Internal
consistency reliability is also strong. For
the fall of 2007, the average alpha for
individual assessment scores was .84 and
.92 for school-level assessment scores
(Council for Aid to Education, 2007-
2008).

Two important strengths of the CLA are
worth mentioning. First, CLA is one of
three standardized assessment tools
recommended for use with the VSA.
Second, CLA generates an easy to read
report for each school. The report
presents information in a way that
prospective students, donors,
accreditation agencies, etc. can easily
see the value added at a CLA institution.

ETS Proficiency Profile

Formerly known as the Measure of
Academic Proficiency and Progress
(MAPP), ETS Proficiency Profile
measures program effectiveness,
assesses proficiency in the general
education core, compares scores to a



national cohort of schools, shows trends
in improvement, and provides data to
guide curriculum and instruction (ETS,
2010). It is the second of two assessment
tools recommended for the VSA.

The basic ETS Proficiency Profile is a
multiple-choice exam. Up to fifty
additional questions may be added by
the institution to localize the test. An
optional essay can also be added and
evaluated by ETS.

Three methods are used to determine
construct validity. First, a panel of expert
judges reviewed the test. Second,
Proficiency  Profile  scores  were
compared to other national exams that
measure similar items. Third, scores on
the Proficiency Profile are tested using
related psychological theories. In all
three cases, the test was determined to be
valid (Young, 2007). ETS plans to
conduct further studies on validity and
reliability in the future.

Collegiate Assessment of Academic
Proficiency

Developed by ACT, the Collegiate
Assessment of Academic Proficiency
(CAAP) is a standardized assessment
tool that measures learning outcomes
both in the undergraduate core, and in
specific disciplines (ACT, 2010). CAAP
is a multiple-choice test that can be used
in a variety of ways. It can be
administered as a standalone test in order
to compare institutions to the national
norm. It can also be used along with the
ACT to measure value added.
Additionally, it can be used twice with
the same group of students over a
specified period of time in a pre / post
test fashion the  measure the
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effectiveness of teaching over a shorter
period of time (ACT, 2010).

CAARP is the third of three assessment
tools recommended for the VSA.
Unfortunately, the ACT provides no
information about validity or reliability
on their website. It is only available by
submitting a request to ACT.

The College Student Expectations
Questionnaire and The College Student
Experience Questionnaire

The College Student Expectations
Questionnaire (CSXQ) developed by the
Indiana  University ~ Center  for
Postsecondary Research measures a
student’s expectations as to what he or
she may experience in college. CSXQ
examines how much times students will
spend working with faculty,
participating in organized activities,
studying, and other typical college
activities.  (National Institute  for
Learning Outcomes Assessment, 2008).

The College Student Experience
Questionnaire (CSEQ) also developed
by the Indiana University Center for
Postsecondary Research measures a
student’s perceived experience during a
set period of time at school. CSXQ and
CSEQ can be used as a pre / posttest:
Together, they can measure the
difference in the expectations and the
experiences of the student as well as
value added from college (National
Institute  for Learning  Outcomes
Assessment, 2008).

The strength of this assessment is that,
when used together, CSXQ and CSEQ
measure institution-wide data in order to
see how both academic and non-
academic endeavors influence student



learning (Indiana University, 2007).
Thought nearly impossible for years,
institute-wide assessment such as what is
accomplished by CSXQ and CSEQ is
vital to integrative learning (Getty,
Young, & Whitaker-Lea, 2008).

Reliability and validity are a concern.
The internal consistency for the CSEQ
as a whole is .70, meaning that the test is
acceptably reliable. However, individual
items do not score as well as the entire
test. The item ‘“Proactive” had the
highest reliability with an alpha of .57.
The item “Influencing” had the lowest
reliability with an alpha of .39. The only
information available about validity is
that a factor analysis has been conducted
and that there is “some evidence of the
construct validity of the scale” (Testgrid,
2007). The factor analysis is available on
request. In short, there is little
information  about  validity  and
reliability, and what is available does not
indicate validity and reliability as strong
as that for the CLA.

E-portfolios

E-portfolios are not a measurement tool
for assessment. Instead, e-Portfolios are
showcase that students build during a
course, an academic year, or their entire
college career. Through the e-Portfolio,
students demonstrate what they have
learned to faculty and to potential
employers. Through a collection of e-
Portfolios, colleges and universities can
demonstrate the value added they
provide to their students.

Integrative learning occurs simply by
using e-Portfolios.  Student-centered
active learning and the dynamism of
digital communication are combined in a
tool that makes assessment relatively
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easy and that responds to the fluidity of
the both the job market and education.
Students  create  e-Portfolios  that
represent what the students have learned
and what skills they posses (Clark &
Eynon, 2009). In most cases, students
may keep e-Portfolios throughout their
education and career.

The Association of American Colleges
and Universities strongly recommends
that institutions adopting VALUE
rubrics also consider e-Portfolios. E-
Portfolios also work well with VSA and
the other tests mentioned.

Since EIU participates in the VSA it
would be effective to either review the
choice of assessment tools used for that
purpose or choose a new tool that can
evaluate both the VSA and integrative
learning. Five possible assessment tools,
including three specifically
recommended for the VSA have been
discussed. Once an assessment plan
using the appropriate assessment tools
have been developed, e-Portfolios can
serve as a way for students to submit
material for assessment.

Recommendations

After reviewing the literature available
on integrative learning collaboration and
assessment; and analyzing the data
gathered from faculty, Student Affairs
staff, and students regarding integrative
learning at Eastern Illinois University,
the Vanderbilt study team has drafted six
main recommendations with key sub
points. These recommendations address
EIU’s twofold request reiterated here.

1. Construct a literature-based
management framework outlining
recommendations  for  effective



collaboration  between Academic
Affairs and Student Affairs regarding
Integrative Learning.

2. Address the need for baseline data by
identifying pertinent data, devising a
methodology for data collection, and
determining the most effective
manner of presenting data.

Recommendation #1: Developing
Intentional Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs Partnerships

Based on a review of the Integrative
Learning Project campuses (included in
Appendix G), the available literature on
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs
collaborations, and the results of the
interviews with Student Affairs staff
members at Eastern Illinois, three areas
have been identified as possible entry
points towards the development of a
more collaborative partnership between
Student Affairs and Academic Affairs.
These three recommendations are related
to developing a campus wide task force
for integrative learning containing
members of both Student Affairs and
Academic Affairs, internal
benchmarking based on the Faculty
Fellows program and New Student
Programs, and a leadership development
component for the general education
curriculum.

Campus-Wide Task Force

During a search of the Eastern Illinois
Web site (2009) for existing areas
related to integrative learning, a page
was  discovered  showcasing the
“Integrative Learning Team” that was
developed to attend a conference on
integrative learning and serve as the
starting point for advancements at
Eastern Illinois. While the list of team
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members was fairly diverse in terms of
fields of study and different academic
divisions within the university, all
members of the team were faculty
members, and no Student Affairs staff
members were listed as being on the
team. It was apparent through a number
of the interviews conducted with Student
Affairs staff that some director-level
professionals had attended some training
related to integrative learning, the
publicized “Integrative Learning Team”
seemed to indicate that Student Affairs
and Academic Affairs were taking
different  paths of  professional
development towards the common goal
of integrative learning.

If Eastern Illinois is committed to
developing an integrative learning
component on-campus that encompasses
the student experience in both curricular
and co-curricular areas of college life, it
is imperative that goals on both sides be
tightly aligned in order to create a
seamless learning environment (Getty,
Young, & Whitaker-Lea, 2008). If the
advertised “Integrative Learning Team”
is comprised solely of faculty members,
development of integrative learning at
Eastern Illinois will be largely one sided.
Many of the stated or unstated goals of
the university can be greatly aided by
competencies that are central to student
development and the Student Affairs
profession, including engaged
citizenship, career planning, ethics,
leadership, and  service learning
(Keeling, 2004, January; Knefelkamp, et
al., 1992, July). While it is highly likely
that the faculty members of the
“Integrative Learning Team” are more
than capable of developing initiatives
related to co-curricular areas, not
involving Student Affairs professionals
in the discussion of learning goals for



outside the classroom experiences would
ultimately be detrimental to the overall
integrative learning initiative at Eastern
Ilinois.

As the tight alignment of curricular and
co-curricular experiences would be
beneficial to the overall effectiveness of
the integrative learning initiative, it is
recommended that the “Integrative
Learning Team” be reestablished as a
collaborative task force that includes
relatively equal numbers of both faculty
members  and Student  Affairs
professionals. If an equality of numbers
between Student Affairs and faculty
could not be achieved, adding additional
Student  Affairs professionals from
subdivisions most closely related to
academics (New Student Programs,
Residence Life, and Career Services)
could be helpful in providing enough
balance on the task force to ensure that
curricular  developments related to
integrative learning were congruent with
co-curricular developments.
Additionally, a common professional
development path should be established,
either internally or externally, for both
faculty and Student Affairs staff to learn
the same new concepts for integrative
learning instead of having to attend
separate conferences or trainings related
to the same fundamental information.
The suggested time frame for adding
Student Affairs professionals on the
Integrative Learning Team is to begin
during the summer of 2010.

Internal Benchmarking

The second recommendation  for
building an effective partnership
between Student Affairs and Academic
Affairs is for current best practices in
Residence Life and New Student

Integrative Learning 50

Programs to serve as the internal
benchmark between future
collaborations. Initiatives in both areas
were identified repeatedly  during
interviews as Dbeing successful at
bringing faculty and Student Affairs
staff together to develop programs that
encompass both curricular and co-
curricular goals for student learning. The
best practices of Residence Life and
New Student Programs should be
analyzed throughout the 2010-2011
academic year.

Kuh, et al. (1994) highlighted the benefit
of having faculty involvement in
residential facilities as a way to increase
the amount of time students interact with
professors. The Faculty Fellows program
at Eastern Illinois has proven that it is
possible to incorporate large numbers of
faculty members into co-curricular
student life on the campus in a way that
is beneficial to both the professionals
and students involved. The program has
also served as a way to better educate
faculty on the professionalization of the
Residence Life staff and the living
environment students experience during
undergraduate study. Given the designed
frequency of collaboration that is
expected between the Faculty Fellows
and the Residence Life professional
staff, the program has also proven that
required interaction between faculty and
Student Affairs can yield positive results
in regards to executing effective
programs. The idea of a “fellowship”
component in other areas of Student
Affairs such as Student Activities, Greek
Life, and Community Service could
increase the interaction faculty members
may have with these different areas by
placing a  structured form  of
collaboration that requires equal time
and effort from both parties. Adopting a



“fellowship” model in various areas of
Student Affairs may increase faculty
participation in co-curricular events on-
campus while simultaneously affording
faculty members additional opportunities
for service to the student population, as
well as possible rewards such as tenure
or rank in professorship (Zeller, Hinni,
& Eison, 1989; Martin & Murphy,
2000).

New Student Programs seemed to have
the highest level of collaboration with
faculty and academic departments, based
largely on the need for faculty members
to help in the development of academic
advising and other areas related to
orientation ~ and  the  University
Foundations courses. Interaction
between New Student Programs and
Academic Affairs occurred almost on a
daily basis, and while such frequent
interaction may not be needed for many
subdivisions within Student Affairs,
higher frequencies of collaboration are
possible. Academic advising is an
essential component of creating a
meaningful first year of college for most
students, and having input from Student
Affairs in the development of first year
seminar courses (University Foundations
at  Eastern  lllinois) is  highly
advantageous for equipping students
with  curricular and  co-curricular
competencies at the beginning of the
college career (Martin & Murphy, 2000).
Student Activities, Career Services, and
Community Service would benefit from
more frequent conversations  with
Academic Affairs, as faculty input could
be invaluable for creating campus-wide
educational programming, the career
preparation of students moving through
their major course of study, and
identifying service opportunities that
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would apply curricular concepts to
everyday situations.

New Student Programs also works with
faculty in the development of the
common reading experience for first
year students, Eastern Reads. The
initiative requires faculty and staff
participation for the development of
discussion groups related to the common
text for first year students. Having
faculty, staff, and students involved in
the same experience can create a
consistent theme across the campus and
the development of a “common
language” (Kellogg, 1999). At many of
the Integrative learning  Project
campuses (Huber & Freed, 2007,
January), a common reading book was
utilized to develop a common
experience, and at SUNY Oswego, the
common text was extended to include all
faculty, staff, and students, not just those
involved with the first year experience.
Applying a reading component at
Eastern Illinois to all faculty, staff, and
students could be an effective starting
point in developing a common theme
across campus, as well as providing a
way for curricular and cocurricular
initiatives to be developed around the
theme, thereby increasing the number of
opportunities students would have to
integrate classroom instruction with the
larger campus experience. Programs
through Students Activities, Residence
Life, and Greek Life could be easily
adapted to include components and ideas
contained in the larger common reading
initiative.

Leadership  Curriculum  within  the
General Education Core

With fostering citizenship being a
central piece of the mission of Eastern



Illinois, the development of a leadership
based component within the general
education core may aid in the production
of more engaged and effective citizens
upon graduation. Leadership training in
the undergraduate core curriculum could
be effectively developed through
collaboration between Student Affairs
and Academic Affairs, thereby ensuring
that theoretical and practical
implications are evenly expressed.

Just as the University Foundations
course for first year students is a
required curricular component for
undergraduate students, it is
recommended that a leadership
development course be developed later
in the undergraduate experience for the
students at Eastern Illinois. A leadership
course in the junior or senior year would
allow for a general education
requirement to be placed later in the
course of study, and with a course being
collaboratively developed by faculty and
Student Affairs staff, the leadership
requirement  would  represent an
integrative learning opportunity that
could build on previous curricular and
co-curricular experiences. In order for
the course to adequately address
theoretical and practical leadership
concerns, faculty and Student Affairs
would need to be involved in the course
development, planning, and assessment
of outcomes (Kellogg, 1999).

While the proposed leadership course
would be part of the general education
requirement, course assignments could
be tailored to the individual student
majors and future professions. This
would be similar in concept to the senior
capstone experience at Philadelphia
University, which is an integrative
learning component of the general
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education core that encourages students
to research global concepts related to
majors and professions (Huber, Brown,
Hutchings, Gale, Miller, &Breen, 2007,
January). While the initiative at
Philadelphia University focuses more on
humanistic approaches to specific
disciplines and professions, the proposed
course at Eastern Illinois could
leadership dilemmas and practices
related to the student’s area of interest.
As nearly all professions require some
level of leadership capability, the
development of the leadership course at
Eastern Illinois should focus on practical
leadership concerns, as advocated by
Keeling (2004, January), therefore
encouraging students to identify areas
where theory and practice meet in their
future profession. An appropriate time
frame for implementation of leadership
curriculum within the general education
core would be for a course or course to
be developed during the 2010-2011
academic year and then have a trial run
during the Fall 2011 semester.

Recommendation #2: Developing an
Integrative Learning Assessment Plan

Based on information gathered about the
10 Carnegie integrative learning schools,
and what the university has already
developed, EIU has an opportunity to set
the standard in integrative learning
assessment. Keeping in mind that
successful ~ assessment  plans are
developed locally, the following actions
are suggested for developing an
integrative learning assessment plan.

Establish an Integrative Learning
Assessment Task Force

EIU should establish an Integrative
Learning Assessment Task Force. This



task force should have representation
from stakeholders previously mentioned:
honors and non-honors faculty, honors
and non-honors students, and Student
Affairs staff. Additionally the task force
should include  an upper-level
administrator and personnel from the
campus’s institutional research office.
This is not to be confused with the
“Integrative Learning Team” mentioned
in the previous recommendation. The
Integrative Learning Assessment Task
Force should begin development during
the summer of 2010.

The Integrative Learning Assessment
Task Force should be charged with
developing an assessment plan that
measures the effectiveness of integrative
learning as well as provide data for other
initiatives such as the VAS and to
provide date for accreditation purposes.
Using Huba and Freed’s (2000) four-
step process, the following assessment
plan is recommended as a starting point
for the task force’s work.

Formulate statements of intended
learning outcomes

As previously mentioned, EIU has
developed student learning outcomes for
its integrative learning program.

Integrative Learners are intentional
learners who adapt to change and
new  environments, integrate
knowledge gained from different
sources and experiences, and
continue learning as a lifelong
habit. They are:

e Empowered through the mastery of
intellectual and practical skills;

¢ Informed by understanding the social
and natural worlds;
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e Responsible for their actions and
values.

These learning outcomes are not
measurable nor do they provide much in
the way of guidance for faculty and staff
wishing to implement integrative
learning. The Integrative Learning
Assessment Task Force should develop a
new set of learning outcomes for EIU’s
ILE. The new learning outcomes need
to:

e Be measurable

e Fulfill the American Association of
Colleges and University’s four
essential outcomes for integrative
learning:  knowledge of human
cultures and the physical and natural
world; intellectual and practical
skills; personal and social
responsibility skills; and integrative
learning

e Reflect the six characteristics of
integrative learning: intentionality,
reflection, metacognition, problem-
solving, collaboration, and
engagement

A marriage of integrative learning
program outcomes and core curriculum
learning outcomes is key to a successful
integrative learning program. AS such,
the Integrative Learning Assessment
Task Force should recommend a
revision of the general education core
curriculum student learning outcomes.
Seven of the 10 Carnegie integrative
learning schools have integrative
learning specifically mentioned in their
general education outcomes. The
revision will add one learning outcome
that reflects integrative learning.

1. EIU graduates will demonstrate the
ability to write effectively.



2. EIU graduates will demonstrate the
ability to speak effectively.

3. EIU graduates will demonstrate the
ability to think critically.

4. EIU graduates will demonstrate the
ability to function as responsible
global citizens.

5. EIU graduates will demonstrate the
ability to be integrative learners.

This simple addition will bring greater
focus to integrative learning for all
stakeholders: faculty and staff, students,
perspective students, or employers.
Learning outcomes should be developed
collaboratively over the summer of 2010
and posted and disseminated widely
during the Fall 2010 semester.

DEVG|Op or select assessment measures

It appears that currently each college
within EIU is responsible for assessing
integrative learning. Unfortunately, as
previously mentioned, it appears faculty
are often unaware of these assessments.
It needs to be made clear what
assessment measures are being used by
each department for integrative learning.
Most importantly EIU should adopt
standardized assessment tools at the
institutional level to establish baseline
data enabling the institution to recognize
and track trends and provide
comparisons both within EIU and with
other schools using the same assessment
tools. While the selection process for
assessment tools will require a great deal
of work, it is suggested that the various
options be thoroughly examined
throughout the remaining 2010 calendar
year, with selections being made during
the Spring 2011 semester.

When selecting assessment tools, it is
important to consider assessment
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fatigue. Research at the University of
North Carolina at Willingham (2009)
indicates that too many surveys and tests
during an academic year can have
negative  effects on  responses.
Assessment fatigue leads to fewer, less
accurate responses from students. To
mitigate assessment fatigue assessment
measures should meet multiple needs.
Many different assessment
measurements that were previously
discussed are excellent. The following
are recommended because they will
provide data that can be used for
multiple purposes.

Collegiate Learning Assessment (CLA)
developed by the Council on Aid to
Education.

The University of Charleston, a Carnegie
integrative learning institution, along
with over 400 other colleges and
universities use CLA. CLA will satisfy
assessment requirements for three needs
that the university has: measurement of
general education core curriculum
student learning outcomes for the VSA,
measurement of integrative learning
outcomes, and assessment requirements
for NCA accreditation. Using ACT/SAT
scores as a control to measure value
added is a powerful indicator of program
success.

As previously mentioned, the advantages
of using CLA are many. First, the exam
has strong validity and reliability.
Second, it is one of three assessment
measurements recommended for the
VSA. Third, integrative learning
institutions such as the University of
Charleston are already using CLA with
success. Fourth, it may reduce faculty
resistance to assessment plans and
measurements because it acknowledges



faculty autonomy and different teaching
styles. Finally, stakeholders can easily
understand the reports generated by the
CLA.

VALUE Rubrics

Developed by the AAC&U, VALUE
Rubrics are currently used by over 100
institutions. Considering the definition
of integrative learning that EIU has
adopted the university should consider at
least three of the 15 VALUE Rubrics:
the Foundations and Skills for Lifelong
Learning VALUE Rubric, the Civic
Engagement VALUE Rubric, and the
Integrative Learning VALUE Rubric.

Although validity and reliability are still
being determined, VALUE Rubrics
should still be considered because the
advantages of the Rubrics are many.
Because EIU belongs to the American
Association of Colleges and Universities
use of VALUE Rubrics is free. The
VALUE Rubrics will allow the EIU to
compare the success of integrative
learning with that of many AAC&U
member schools. And as with the CLA,
the data gathered from VALUE rubrics
can also be used to satisfy assessment
requirements for NCA.

Many departments at EIU have
implemented the use of e-portfolios as a
way to assess the success of their majors.
EIU should consider adopting the use of
e-portfolios along with VALUE Rubrics
as a way to demonstrate evidence of
integrative learning from each student.
These e-portfolios should concentrate
primarily on the general education core
curriculum and extracurricular activities.

Create experiences leading to outcomes.
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EIU has already created many
experiences leading to the integrative
learning outcomes. They provide
capstone  courses, study  abroad
opportunities, internships, practicum
opportunities, and other experiences.

Discuss and use assessment results to
improve learning.

Assessment data are often presented in a
way that is difficult for the majority of
stakeholders to understand. This often
causes a breakdown in the feedback loop
that is vital to any assessment plan.
However, there is a new trend in
reporting assessment data called an
assessment  dashboard.  Dashboards,
much like dashboards in cars, provide
selected information about the university
in easily understood graphics. One of the
best examples of an assessment
dashboard can be found at the Minnesota
State College and University System
(Ramaswami, 2010). The following is a
screen shot of a portion of the dashboard
they have created.

1. Access and Opportunity

Percent Change in Net Tuition and Fees as
Enroliment % of Median Income

The needle points to the level of success
of a given indicator. Red indicates that
expectations were not met. Blue
indicates expectations were met. Yellow
indicates  that  expectations  were
exceeded. The icons below each dial link
to more detailed, yet still easily
understood, data. These data are usually
graphically represented.



Once the Integrative Learning Taskforce
has developed an assessment plan for
integrative learning, a mandatory, all-
campus meeting to introduce the new
assessment plan needs to be held. The
revised integrative learning outcomes
must be emphasized in order to give
guidance to faculty and staff. After the
meeting, ongoing efforts must be made
to reduce resistance (Allen, 2004). This
may include be accomplished through
collaboration, mentor programs, and
strong leadership both from the
administration and from within the
faculty.

Recommendation #3: Develop an
improved webpage for Integrative
Learning

Eastern Illinois University is developing
a strong integrative learning program.
Already, EIU has made good progress
toward Dr. Perry’s vision of becoming
the national leader in integrative
learning. This is a point of pride that
needs to be highlighted. However, while
conducting research for this project, the
Vanderbilt study team found few
references to integrative learning one
EIU’s website. There is no mention of
integrative learning on the university’s
homepage. Although there are references
to certain components of integrative
learning on the Academics webpage,
integrative learning is not specifically
mentioned. With the exception of an
announcement of an upcoming faculty
development workshop, there is no
mention of integrative learning on the
faculty and staff webpage. There is no
mention of integrative learning on either
the webpage for future students or the
webpage for current students. Integrative
learning is not found on the A to Z
index. To reach the first link referencing
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integrative learning, one must follow
these links:

EIU home ->Academics ->
Academic Affairs, Office of >
The EIU Integrative Learning
Experience

Once at EIU’s Integrative Learning
Experience webpage, there are links to
helpful AAC&U information and a few
examples of integrative learning projects
at EIU. But integrative learning
outcomes,  assessment, or  other
information that could be helpful to a
faculty member who wants to build a
class based on integrative learning, is
absent. Furthermore, there is nothing on
the Integrative Learning Experience
webpage for students or prospective
students.

One element of EIU’s request was to
determine an effective way to present
assessment data. In order to effective
present assessment data, and to highlight
EIU’s Integrative Learning EXxperience,
a link to the ILE webpage should appear
on the university’s homepage along with
a brief description of the program. Then
the ILE webpage should be updated to
include the following elements at a
minimum:

e Dr. Perry’s vision for integrative
learning

e Definition of integrative learning

e EIU’s revised integrative learning
outcomes

e VALUE rubrics

e Information about the Collegiate
Learning Assessment

e The integrative learning assessment
dashboard

e Examples of integrative learning
projects



e Both the existing bibliography and
the bibliography on collaboration
provided in this report.

e AAC&U links

e Information about how integrative
learning is helpful to student

e Reports provided by NSSE, the
College Portrait, and CLA

While webpage design and enhancement
can be a laborious process, it is
suggested that changes and
developments be made to the integrative
learning webpage in an on-going process
throughout the 2010-2011 academic
year.

Recommendation #4: Use the
Honors College to Model
Curriculum

Based on interviews of both students and
faculty, the Honors College faculty do
an exceptional job of integrating
reflection, metacognition and a general
integrative learning approach in their
classrooms. Many honors students
pointed to examples of projects and
assignments that have been linked
directly to current events or to their
future careers. Faculty in each academic
discipline who teach honors courses
should lead workshops or share their
curricular approaches with faculty within
their disciplines who do not teach honors
courses. For example, a history professor
who stated that reflection did not have a
place in a history classroom could learn
from another professor about ways in
which integrative learning applies to the
history department. A key understanding
is that while there are often barriers in
collaboration between Academic Affairs
and Student Affairs, there is also a great
deal that can be learned from within the
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academic arena amongst faculty
members.

Recommendation #5: Create Common
Curricular Components over the
Undergraduate Experience

The various campuses involved in the
Integrated Learning Project from the
AAC&U and The Carnegie Foundation
present a number of curricular options
that have proven beneficial in creating a
campus ethos focused on integrative
learning. Two of these practices,
expanded common reading and the use
of e-Portfolios, may have benefit at EIU.

Three of the ten Integrated Learning
Project campuses (Philadelphia
University, Salve Regina University, and
the State University of New York-
Oswego) employ the liberal use of
common readings for students. As was
evidenced in the interviews at EIU of
Student Affairs staff members, first-year
students at EIU are subject to a common
reading, but this does not extend to the
remainder of undergraduate study. At
Salve Regina, the core curriculum that is
required of all students has about 75% of
the texts as common readings. At
SUNY-Oswego, a common reading text
is established each year that is required
of all students, faculty and staff (Huber,
et al., 2007, January).

EIU could benefit from establishing a
common reading program similar to the
example at SUNY-Oswego, where the
selected text extends across the entire
campus population. By having a
common text, the campus could be
united around a central theme each year.
While it may not be possible for
curricular components related to a
common text to be implemented in every



program, having assignments in general
education and first-year seminar courses
would engage a large portion of the
student population. The common text
could also allow for significant
cocurricular programming opportunities
in the form of speakers or events related
to be developed that would promote
learning  outside the  classroom.
Suggestions for a university-wide theme
and common reading text may be
gleaned from faculty, staff, and students
during the 2010-2011 academic year,
with a decision being made on the
common theme and text in Spring 2011,
with full implementation of the campus-
wide reading program in Fall 2011.

The use of e-Portfolios for student
writing could also benefit the curriculum
at EIU. Among the Integrated Learning
Project campuses, Salve Regina
University, Portland State University,
and Carleton College all use the e-
Portfolio (Huber, et al., 2007, January).
The ability to compile written
assignments and projects allows for
students to use the e-Portfolio as tool to
showcase progress over the
undergraduate experience (Clark &
Eynon, 2009). The e-Portfolio can also
serve as great assessment tool for faculty
to look back at students’ previous entries
to gauge intellectual growth and mastery
of subject matter. For implementation at
EIU, it is recommended to develop an e-
Portfolio program that allows students to
build their portfolios with written
assignments related directly to their
major, but not excluding assignments
from non-major courses. Assignments
from courses outside a student’s major
could prove beneficial to assessing how
well the student can apply knowledge
from their major course of study to
various other disciplines or real world
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situations. Various e-Portfolio software
programs  should be  examined
throughout the 2010-2011 academic
year, with a choice being made for
implementation in Fall 2011.

Recommendation #6: Explore Grant
Opportunities for Integrative Learning

Carleton College in Minnesota received
a $1.5 million grant from the Howard
Hughes Medical Institute in 2008,
allowing for the development of the
Carleton Interdisciplinary Science &
Math Initiative (CISMI), discussed
further in Appendix G. Eastern Illinois
should investigate the possibility of
funding individual components of the
integrative learning initiative through
similar grant opportunities. A list of
grant examples is provided in Appendix
H.

Conclusion

The concept of integrative learning
comes with it the holistic goal of
developing the overall student. Gone are
the notions of students simply receiving
a degree but, with integrative learning,
the institution takes upon the larger role
of educating the student in a manner that
will prepare them for life and the critical
thinking skills that are needed to
approach the modern world. In many
ways, integrative learning has been
taking place on campuses, including
Eastern Illinois, without necessarily
having the name “integrative learning”
attached. However, by taking the step to
adopt the goal of incorporating
integrative learning into everyday life,
EIU has committed itself openly to this
innovative practice.



Throughout  the  United  States,
integrative learning has taken hold in
different capacities at institutions of
varying size and type. Fortunately for
EIU, there are several notable models of
success that can be modified to meet the
circumstances at EIU. While integrative
learning is now at the point in American
academia that it is the subject of
numerous  conversations,  research
studies and conferences, there is room
for innovation and adaptation of the
concept to meet the needs of the
individual institution.

Eastern Illinois University is a diverse
institution with committed students,
faculty and staff. Throughout the process
of assessing EIU in terms of its
strengths, weaknesses and opportunities,
the dedication of the members of the
EIU community became rather apparent.
Members of the EIU community at all
levels were very quick to compliment
the institution and often found it difficult
to offer any criticism. The research and
anecdotal evidence of commitment to
success at Eastern is truly overwhelming
and shows signs of great opportunities.
Truly, students feel a connection to their
school on a level that shows that EIU is
already serving them well. The
connection felt by members of the
community is helpful in adopting new
techniques such as integrative learning.

Building upon the notion of
commitment, in many respects EIU is
already utilizing integrative learning to
an extent. As was noted by students and
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faculty, the size of the institution and the
city of Charleston lead students to
interacting with one another frequently
and allows the university to become the
central part of their lives. Further,
faculty members, particularly in the
Honors College, are intentionally using
integrative approaches and the impact is
noticeable in their students. Allowing the
Honors College to serve as a model for
the rest of the university community is
an important step.

However, despite the reflection that is
taking place in some classrooms, barriers
still  exist between the academic
community and  Student  Affairs.
Fortunately, with a few exceptions, the
barriers do not seem impenetrable. By
utilizing the recommendations and
techniques suggested, faculty and
Student Affairs staff will begin to
cooperate and collaborate in new ways
that will ultimately benefit students and
the entire university community.

Overall, Eastern lllinois University
provides its students with a very
supportive environment that will be a
benefit for the remainder of their lives.
By fully adopting integrative learning,
EIU will continue to distinguish itself
among its peer institutions and reach
new levels of holistic development of
students. Based on the interviews
conducted and other interactions with
members of the EIU community, Eastern
has a strong future and will continue to
meet success.
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Appendix A: Interview Protocols

Adapted from Braskamp, Trautvetter, & Ward (2008)

Faculty Interview Protocol

1.

2.

3.

o

10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

What are the mission and vision of EIU? How do they influence the culture of
your EIU?

Who at EIU do you consider to be champions or leaders in guiding students to
search for meaning and purpose?

How are faculty at EIU expected to guide students intellectually, socially,
civically, physically, religiously, spiritually, and morally?

How does the mission and vision of EIU influence curricular and cocurricular
priorities?

What are the key issues/barriers/opportunities that EIU needs to address in order
to create a campus ethos and set of programs that foster holistic development?
How do you encourage and prepare faculty to work with students in the
cocurricular context at EIU?

How is community defined at EIU? What can you and your colleagues do to
cultivate an even greater sense of campus community?

How is your campus addressing the big questions of the “good life”?

How well do you know your students’ outside (personal or professional)
interests?

Do you take time to discuss with your students any cocurricular goals and non-
academic life activities?

Do you include any opportunities for personal/professional reflection within the
coursework requirements?

In your own words, describe the institutional mission of EIU.

Do you have the sense that your students know how to manage their educational
experience effectively?

Does your department collaborate with any division within Student Affairs on a
regular basis? If so, what areas are discussed and how structured is the
collaboration?

What are some of the major barriers to collaboration with Student Affairs at EIU?
How do you believe Academic Affairs and the faculty are perceived in the eyes of
Student Affairs professionals?

What do you feel are some of the successful collaborations between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs? How do you believe these collaborations have
impacted students?

Student Affairs Interview Protocol

1.
2.

3.

In your own words, describe the institutional mission of EIU.

Do the students you work with regularly know how to resolve conflicts in an
effective manner?

Do the students you work with regularly have a sense of who they are? How do
they relate to others different from them?



o

~

9.

10.

11.
12.
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Do you have the sense that your students know to manage their educational
experience effectively?

What are some of your divisional goals related to student learning?

Does your division collaborate with any academic department/major on a regular
basis? If so, are there any shared learning outcomes?

How often do you collaborate with someone on the academic side of campus?
Avre there any avenues for structured discourse between your area in Student
Affairs and any area in Academic Affairs?

What are some of the major barriers to collaboration with Academic Affairs or
faculty at EIU?

What do you feel are some of the successful collaborations between Student
Affairs and Academic Affairs at EIU?

How have these successful collaborations impacted students?

How do you believe Student Affairs is perceived in the eyes of faculty?

Student Interview Protocol

1.

2.

©WooNo O

Describe the connection you see between your life inside the classroom and
outside the classroom at EIU?

Are you involved in any organizations at EIU that are not directly related to your
major field of study? If so, what organizations are you involved with and what is
your level of involvement?

Are you involved in any organizations that are directly tied to your major or
future career aspirations? If so, what are these organizations and what is our level
of involvement?

Have you participated in a study abroad program during your college career? If
s0, has that experience impacted the way that you perceive your in-class
instruction and out of class experience?

If you have not studied abroad, do you plan on doing so in the future?

How connected do you feel to EIU?

Do you feel part of the EIU community?

Do you feel that you have a positive relationship with faculty members?

Have any faculty members taken an interest in you outside of the classroom? Can
you provide examples? Has it been just one or two faculty members, or do you
feel the faculty overall takes an interest?

. Have you utilized the Student Affairs staff much since you arrived at EIU?
11.

Do you participate in academic programs offered outside the classroom (i.e.,
speakers, performances, lectures, panel discussions)?
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Appendix B: Student Affairs Interview Matrices

Divisional/Institutional Items

Respondent

In your own words, describe the
institutional mission of ETU

What are some of your divisional goals
related to student learning?

Student
Activities

New Student
Programs

Student
Standards

Career
Services

Community
Service

Residence Life

Greek Life

Health
Services

Assessment

VP of Student
Affairs

Student Perceptions

Respondent

Do the students you work
with regularly know how to
resolve conflicts in an
effective manner?

Do the students you work
with regularly have a sense
of who they are and how
they related to others
different from them?

Do you have the sense that
your students know how to
manage their educational
experience effectively?

Student
Activities

New Student
Programs

Student
Standards

Career
Services

Community
Service

Residence Life

Greek Life

Health
Services

Assessment

VP of Student
Affairs
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Collaboration with Academic Affairs

Respondent

Does your division
collaborate on a
regular basis with
any academic
dept./major? Shared
outcomes?

How often do you
collaborate with
someone on the
academic side of

campus?

What are some of
the major barriers to
collaboration with
Academic Affairs
or faculty at EIU?

What do you feel
are some of the
successful
collaborations
between Student
and Academic
Affairs? How do
these impact
students?

Student
Activities

New Student
Programs

Student
Standards

Career
Services

Community
Service

Residence Life

Greek Life

Health
Services

Assessment

VP of Student
Affairs

Faculty Perceptions of Student Affairs

Respondent

Are there any avenues for structured
discourse between your area in Student

Affairs and any area in Academic Affairs?

How do you believe Student Affairs is
perceived in the eyes of the faculty?

Student
Activities

New Student
Programs

Student
Standards

Career
Services

Community
Service

Residence Life

Greek Life

Health
Services

Assessment

VP of Student
Affairs
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Appendix C: Additional Definitions and Processes

Definitions

Palomba and Banta (1999) adopt the
following definition of assessment
developed by Marchese.

Assessment is the systematic
collection, review, and use of
information about educational
programs undertaken for the
purpose of improving student
learning and development.

The Office of Institutional Assessment at
Texas A&M (2009) uses the following
definition in all assessment-related work.
“The systematic collection, review, and
use of information about educational
programs and other support programs
undertaken for the purpose of program
improvement, student learning, and
development.”

Processes

Allen (2004) describes a “who, when,
and how” approach that includes direct
and indirect measurements, tests of
validity and reliability, and issues of
ethics. Texas A&M (2009) uses a five-
step approach of development, design,
implementation, interpretation, and
modification.

Bond (ND), writing for the Carnegie
Foundation, developed a six-step system
for assessing integrative learning. These
are what Bond refers to as the minimum
elements:

1. A framework and set of assessment
specifications

2. Exercises that reflect the agreed
upon assessment specifications

3. A scoring rubric

4. An assessor training protocol and a
procedure for assessor calibration

5. A procedure for adjudicating
disagreements between assessors

6. A quality control mechanism for
assuring that assessors remain
calibrated and do not “drift” over
time.

Bond points out that writing is central in
good assessment of integrative learning
because it illustrates thinking. He also
argues objectively scored, standardized
tests (multiple-choice, true / false,
matching) are inadequate to capture
student achievement of integrative
learning.

In addition to these descriptions of the
assessment process, it is helpful to
consider an econometric model of higher
education. Such a model considers
inputs, resources and outputs to
determine if higher education is effective
and successful. In order to determine the
added value of a higher education there
should be a minimum of three
assessment measurements: incoming
competencies, outcomes, and the change
between inputs and outputs (Dwyer,
Millet, & Payne, 2006).
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Appendix D: NCA Criteria Core Components Relevant to Assessment

Criteria | Core Component

Criterion | Core Component C

Two The organization’s ongoing evaluation and assessment processes provide
reliable evidence of institutional effectiveness that clearly informs strategies
for continuous improvement.
Core Component D
All levels of planning align with the organization’s mission, thereby
enhancing its capacity to fulfill that mission.

Criterion | Core Component A

Three The organization’s goals for student learning outcomes are clearly stated for
each educational program and make effective assessment possible.
Core Component C
The organization values and supports effective learning outcomes.

Criterion | Core Component B

Four The organization demonstrates that acquisition of a breadth of knowledge
and skills, and the exercise of intellectual inquiry are integral to its
education programs.
Core Component C
The organization assesses the usefulness of its curricula to student who will
live and work in a global, diverse, and technological society.

Criterion | Core Component 5D

Five Internal and external constituencies value the services the organization

provides.
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Appendix E: Best Assessment Practices Resources

In addition to hosting the annual
assessment conference, Texas A&M’s
website provides useful information on
establishing assessment plans for free
use by other colleges and universities.
Of particular interest is information on
direct and indirect methods of
assessment. According to the website,
multiple measures are needed to gather
sufficient evidence of student learning.
Direct measures include pre and
posttests, course-embedded assessments,
comprehensive exams, senior thesis or
major project, portfolio evaluation, case
studies, reflective journals, internship
evaluation, and grading with rubrics.
Indirect measures include departmental
surveys, exit interviews, alumni surveys,
focus groups, graduation rates, and
percentage of students who study
abroad. Texas A&M also provides a
rubric for assessment of assessment
plans. This is a valuable tool to examine
the overall effectiveness of assessment
programs.

Chickering and Gamson’s (1987) Seven
Principles for Good Practice in
Undergraduate Education provide the
framework for Winona State
University’s assessment program. The
seven principles are:

1. Encouraging contact between
students and faculty.
2. Developing  reciprocity  and
cooperation among students.
Encouraging active learning.
Giving prompt feedback.
Emphasizing time on task.
Communicating high expectations.
Respecting diverse talents and
ways of learning.

NownkEwWw

Winona State provides links to rubrics
from other institutions around the
country related to the evaluation of
debate, ethics, essays, and other criteria.

The University of Alabama participates
in the Voluntary  System  of
Accountability (VSA). The VSA
includes data on undergraduate success
rates, cost of attendance and financial
aid, student faculty ratios, data from the
National Survey of Student Engagement
(NSSE), and information about student
learning assessments.

The motto of the Office of Institutional
Research and Assessment at the
University of Alabama is, “Good data
are paramount to good decisions”
(2009).

In addition to colleges and universities,
outside organizations are also providing
best practices and innovations in
assessment. One example is the Liberal
Education and America’s Promise
(LEAP) initiative (Kean, Mitchell, &
Wilson, 2008). LEAP focuses on a set of
learning outcomes that illustrate what
matters in college and that give students
a guide for their learning. LEAP seeks to
engage the public in discussions about
what really matters in college, to give
students a to guide for their learning, and
to make a set of essential learning
outcomes the preferred framework for
educational excellence, assessment of
learning, and new alignments between P-
12 and college.

A second example is the Council for the
Advancement of Standards in Higher
Education (CAS). They publish general
standards that apply to different function
areas in the college organizational



structure. The 2003 standards for
outcome assessment and program
evaluation includes the following
statement:

Outcomes assessment  and
program evaluation services must
conduct regular assessment and
evaluations. The program must
employ effective qualitative and
quantitative methodologies as
appropriate, to determine
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whether and to what degree the
stated mission, goals, and student
learning  and  development
outcomes are being met. The
process must employ sufficient
and sound assessment measures
to ensure comprehensiveness.
Data collected must include
responses from students and
other affected constituencies
(2003).
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Appendix F: Integrative Learning VALUE Rubric (American Association of

Colleges and Universities, 2009)

ey sxpum 0] Fmamyd g pasoo; suoresdixa pardian 3o payeis uo posee) aoueso i e Sutipl pue e fuquosa NSy g
S0uRnbaSUCD P ot s a0 o1 50 aoueezzo pad e e o e awEuSo-ER Y BnRpY
DRSO furama) oy oo pad (o S ko Al suonzps angnd v Sudopap wjgoxd uhsap oo ue Sugos Surmed 2 Surwan) wop pue Susouy spnior S wp pe pRimns po U Y omogng
oo
0 s i SR 01 (9 RO AP OGO ST LR 2 10) SN J0 U0 0 ARALES o 0L 30] 000 104 s RS A AR DU OO 1P UF SPOAIES) UG 4, L0
PN 10 S GRSARI 2 Fnia) 000128 F0rhyson 8 (s 00T 0] 1 1o apisno s e e soyen i ] samusde
(9P ‘U0 NBPMS SIATIE [P DUADEAL 0N AJUMITIIC WKRLRAOS RIAPNS) WOQKSE] [FLLL] ) UOMPPE U StTE]) IO JRUBPEIE ) 0 ko piesed - wmmorny-or)
DRI O U] TALTD IO PUokax; s o1 suapnls afemoous siomon Susfoiep pue oy S0 S| ISR TS e IS U SRS PR 0 FnY Spane;)
O J0 SO0 1) SRS FIOM 1 Ui (AL VOO 2, HI7)
P ‘s s arupee s} sy S Amdost] aSpapoxs; Sy
0 apaqna spqy up pasn sidaood puv suid) m&g 01 padojanap auam mopjof iwg) suopyfop aq |
S50[9)

1

cocococoe Zoece

0 pu oissajord ruosid o SR A O KR TN 0 DU [ A SNPRS s P 0D A P Sunta) 31 0 LOIED SN Hodcs g iy o
AP DU SR P TG SRS TG X [ 10 JO SUDHN 30 SKALES YS0M RS 10 WNUORAAD ) U A 1 e 55 L sous e piALE U PRI a6 AP ) 1] SORRSRLITY U 1A U LOMPR[RS 6
un APAISUIE 05 poIE{IR] ) 01 WS A (SSAUSIODRLED [EO0S PUE SR ORI “5:) suormnaisuon aweaSans e e Jo spun agi asos o5 (nsnsxp 20 Fuusudis Sunumonoe s tons) papsouy 15HI00 SHusuco-iin pue asma
Jo oL bR ) DI J0 SPY) MNOF] XIKDIO SK ATASIOU AR T 30N J0 ST 0 RALRS YN U S i RURER] BN 10 S RIAD 0D AR 0 Ui0s (SIS PP posm -y o s
Aoy “63) siofixu awos P sug g s pue surumd PR RN SO0 HPIISIE ATIISIOUD T SUOnERINAId AIOINT] 18 40 K] FOMRISI 41 J0 SUONEINGR] PO Suorrdn g wd o1 stsiam s ambas
U SO0SS! e0cus 01 o) e Ak 1 swistndse sonpstpea sty 30 Sonuouon Kojoq twod; ooy o snooj vy ssded omsodein ki 10] Spnp oo SpEsEPE PR SUOMALC) THNS D180] 01 SKEUAGISY
Spusapum pondap v peaor aored pue Azoag) (g Furmeumios wdn spimag 0mos 1 wa g1 By Funmay e axmued aumog funm
TOR) 30 IO DU APRS L0 U] S LRI SO ROOSSER [RALIOJ ) J0 APITNO DU DI A0uaach i 1oy %[ [ sneapons S au s (inoa ] om 10 AR EFOUID-260 S0t ursm) s
O POIEF 2% 1 SAOTEAYS 2 [l P Sa 2] 01 Apis s Ut R SR ) LD RIS ) 1) 0L 0] §00] 01 PRS00 A AT s AT J0 a0unpid g SR 1ERS ANpuL T 300, J0 SO0
30 soycams sy, Yoous psee-Aeriauade 01 s St A 0 sa5moo iR funea 550] SRS TR S T J0 08U AL 10 TRXISNE. 7S $00 ATTRLR UL SUANG0H] S0RJS LRI SUOIRULD 38t | aored
o suomegdu sep o1 pduoud st idam o) ‘uapns 2y sopn syl PR pur Saded [ S 1PN SRR PR FIOKIR] U LIPS §t 1otk Aeww e sap) ‘Suormueon S o 1 Sunumay avpn asmng
PSSR B X U]
© 0l 00 saunonad) Fumea) Aman g praow pavciod Afftnseanor pue Sufenp Spdes vaoe) swaprig Kpos pgof sAepor ur s uo pu fngsuodss eoos ‘ssaons puosiad o) s s ey aspa o] s
swapms Sadopuag] SO i oA 360 iU dopsap P [ISAPEN 01 UE SUORENT 0 APLEA 3Dt B U0 01 SO PP S710 KEEPE 01 AW ) apripus ) SR WAy © % (nwodd Smopust g
P K, SNy ) ety s sawjoucn ospe ey e sawrmadsad apdnmuns wog) Sungpux) pue suonmos aidnmus Susagjo Aambar o saporu aydgrea e apapsouy o seam admen ambeas o prosq Areoyms pue pduwsin
UG PO SSPPE SIXL S 000 U310 SORLAKD nTmaSs oapi P REpea punkeq 908 St o) Ay e48o1 1) UOTpNG) 3 534135 SRS puapu e Aoty s ‘o S wionissep
ot o) Samea) snovsad et suapns ST TorEnps S| 0] ST P oS i 180 AU 10 20 )] SN PUE ST UMW PUE DU A0 $H100 §S0E—uncm) xS 0] s Sxapnis Suuaso

adendue'] Funwes
ST ) U] X U SUPNS
oo wau o) fune) Surs s pup Surasunads o) sousuha pi e Suouss st s Sures wos) UnOLIN-( PRE WL A SR SN KEPIK E A UOHS0dST & P Supieispun e st funm] i
wonuRq

SN RS o SpuEpan o Sopip uotences & oRy ARorE R A SURLER] J0 NS TIPS SUOTEDED J0 ONNIRS] 8] B LTI SN0 JEpeSpun [ 1 Bumuea) uonisod o1 § X 4 TVA ) o AR,
ARINOD U LA SIS T Pt e 1) 01 DAEISERL 0 DINORS X U2 SOHKIS 1) TVA XD 10 1 [ U PO siorpncho 00 2 e o] ot Sinas waprs Ssssrostp pu SUfinead uf s pady- PUormsises
40§ PRI 22 O A, NRTEIR 0 SN3] PODNSOs 20 Spsis iox Smstoiap $30Kkosap a0uens0pid 1 g SR (e 0] P ERSUTPN TN L X, {1708 o) p) FANPDE Pt e

X0 FRIE| (PR 1] SRIDOP WIFR2 PUE U st Funsoea e pouae w1 seookd 2 finos ims paimar) ag) ssom samsswun e sty fumnsadas spcd ey jo sum) & padopsap ams sougns 1) VA X1,

AU
o “ _nm w. w Sapnormms poguny s ‘sosposnfis o dof

Y ORIEMY FYTVA ININUVE'] AALLVHOLIN]




69

Integrative Learning

(SsauAmAE . (S}IOMAURI] _.nx:u. oo aagaw 40 gyl ‘wamssisso-fos W

“JS PRSI YBANOAYT) SIAIUCD | SIISU0D “UOTASNI] Ik SEap Fs "SPORIO0 ISR PUE NG | s 39 o) sipuos Sudigpogo pup o7

TR Ul $SADATD0JR 30U 01 pue ATmEkque ks opow ‘§a) siope) 0108 PaIN0 ey ) (ssouatadXa | puata o7 samauags aoud o Suppng Gy |

UNPE} PUB $000S J0 SRV (S1aMa J0 soueunopad aypads unpi). peuoo xeduo Furznoons aw| wed uo ppng my sued sm | v e s o aswas Sugypersp o sapragsuonsc] |

Teaaknd i soouun0pad W0 SXUSA(] e pue syffans SErLY| B0 S| uso v sump oenpag Algissod pu) Jpsaming v SIosiAUg | JUIWSSISSY-J[AG PUE VORDIIY
UoRsSI pue W0 ‘S
"(WI0J) RS STIAOY Y3 (JUaa0) | uapne pue asodmd Jo souamaE| pue adenue; jo souwpuadappm
Um0y PomomIMUAI0D Sum ST e Aes Gurpaistowap ‘wioj pue JuANud | i ;ap Funpews ‘Furueaw

aepdoadde ue up (0 Vorenasud  o1seq € ut sauuod ) (VoiEmsdal wauuod Apoxdxa oy (uorenesudas aduequa te skes ut UorERsIIda
WIOGRWO4 & ‘09piA & ‘p1s0d B ess Ue | ensia a0 10) ydesd Jo Sdendue] ‘wwioj | ersta uio o) ydesd o ‘Sendue; ‘wuso) pnsia B0 Jo0) ydeid 1o ‘e ‘o)

aonpoud o1 ) (wekidisse X spumd. 2 Susoop Aq (Swewudisse i spmg e Susoop Ag (synawuiisse aq sung e Swsoowp g (suskuudisse au sumd TOREDTUNIILIOY) _.uﬁms._ﬁ
‘ o ) = ) ‘ 2 ‘ ‘ ‘ ] 4 .nh;—wgo:mnm:mum“ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘,
- 'sansst 10 swaiqoxd jo Furpuersiapun "sanssE210[dXd  xordwios asopdx 10 swajqosd noggp. suoyongs|
"UOREMS MAT B UL UOITENNS | 0} AINGIRUOD 03 VOIS A3 | 20 SW[QoId A0S 03 SUOIENIS MAU 01 2a]08 03 SUCENTS AIU O] GOTINS U0 Ur | 198 47 woggomyas awo wt paueed saopopagiom
U0 U} paur sFOjOpOLRL J0 SOUAUY B UF VOSIENISS 300 Ui AU sufojopotiau - UOMenys auo Ul paud iBojopoiat 50 paurd iBojopousul 30 Suoei) STk 44 Saasgy ‘g Syeys sy pav sudopy
SomAqe SR e iseq B Ut 8] 0 'S900) ‘SUIGE SIS $967] SDU0sy) Sonppe SRS e puesidepy sy wipuadapia ‘apcde pue sdepy By
- ‘ . aampadsad 1o Apis|
| 30 PPIJ3UO UEL) SO WAJ) SIW0BYY JO| ,
aamadsad o Apns, aurmadsad Jo Apis jo! aamadsnd 1o Aprus | spey ‘sydums Suiiuo Aq suoisnpuco | g
1O PR 0 U1 2J0UW WO3J SHOA[) J0 P 300 UEL1 Q50U W03 SR J0 DB} 0 PPIJUO UEL] 23005 W03 SOOBTI0.  SWEp J0 (zisauids) sued apdnue ougaiy soa suoysiuio) (sryou) g
o} Sydweo sweoid padwoxd oy, T spaguod paxiwox ty ST ‘Sidumd speueo Arepuadapul 10 0 IO SaEa Auapusdapu augdiosi(y o1 suoRoauur)
pns o A 0 T30 1O tpEDK)
SPPY JO SYOWIWRJ] S3LI0BL SK0U0 | 01 pue Aps Jo Py Jo Burpurisiapun
ApeupmE 01 ‘(owaadio ¥ion uada3p O} (PEOJJE AR PUE,
SIS U0 07| N0 VBT B0 saandadsiad | ‘remAjoau! oD ‘vonmedpnsed onsue - sdpsuRI SE pns saouenada JEPEE
PAIE[I PUE JEqIUIS S pastaosad seapi | Fpapmow}or pue SanpeS ‘o Ay ) sawon Jo Sppea | pue saouanadd aji Supnpur) woosssep | aipapmony |
U SIXD] JMUAPEIE AS0U] PUE SOULRAND | SE A% SE $S0UDR I Jojut 01 a0ty | Wwos] usesp ‘souuadia g jo sduma | o] a1 Joapisino sauonedxs Suoe | awapnip pur snausdis gt o)
31} UBANTX] SUOTOUTOD SIFRUIPT | DRBPEIE pue s0ukncha ap sareduro) sdopaap pue sAPSAPAIAYIT  SUOIDRLUOD sazisapuds Anfunagy 20uagadx 0} SUORAUTO7) |
1 | z ¢ | b |
HIRUUIG SAUOISATI aunsder)

a0upw0fad 1a03] (3u0 [123) JADUIIUAG 193U 10U SAOP IO YJOM O UOUI]J02 40 2|duuDs 340 £up 0] 0432 D USISSD O] PaSDIN0UD 24D SIOMNIDAT

"STIIUED 34 PUa] PUE LR SUOTENS 30100 MU 01 ureay Sunsuen

pu Surzsaius 01 sauatiady pue seap! Suoue SUOAUUOD AdIS BUBPLL W03} WNTOUITO0D P WNNOIND A4} SSOE PN AN B T} UONISOASIp & pue SUipuzIsiapun ue s Buti ea] ]
UORILGA(

\__.,__,,_ " %rw Tapmpwo ingon paequos avapd ‘uoymasniia aow dof
vy (V| ONENY ANTVA ONINYVAT HALLYYOLLN]




70

Integrative Learning

"WOOISSER Ay puadaq a0uauadia Jo voneiBanut 2y idwoad e STRUEISSE 5041 228 NS ST Jj 11 189 A s weudopAp
PUE (WOIS SIUAPNIS 01 PoTER 0URPIAD sapiacid pue ‘sueld 2min Jo UORBRPISUOD A SOATEURIE JO UOREIOHD SKOJE OSTE UOTa[RY Japeal ) JOj 30N  J0 SUOTIRRIOD J Safdues Yiow
A1 J0 UORERILRIU! PUE SISATEE SWOTE UORa[pY So0uatiada Burusea] i) J0 25UaS et JO INOKE 2] ABL1 OL LS SIS ORI 3 YAN0A SNESR ark SUSPNIS OYA. Jo BUIpUEIIapUN IR
UPOLL € YA JOTENJEAD U1 $3piaid UOMRaY 3T05ad J0 1997 J0 YUT) SIUSPNUS TEA [R) SUOF] I YA STUBPIIS Aq UOP 2] LD JO UMOLDY S} TELj 1 M. JO SUODNIOD J0 SOUES IO, "BLRID
asotf} Buissasse Joj sueatts At apraoad [T suomIsodsp pue s aroce Budde A yion Jo suoa(0 Jo sojdues o ot O SRS Surue] Buopy] a1 poresodiodtl 4Bt 0L U0 PO[PI 0}
SIUpAUS HFEINOOUD TP STUSWUZISSY "UOTO]S PU ‘AU 20UapUadapUY ‘Sjsued) KISoLno e Uit ‘Buriea] BUOR Ut PoAJOAUS SUORISOGSTP PUE S[ITYS U SSISSE 01 PaUBISHp st JHqIu sy,
odendue Sunmresy

(Jpd Zovue-o-8uopy /pd /uT uoEINPS /rdooonpa-aasam. ‘G007 ‘¢ P pasaiiay Bumisea] SR U0 WNpUBIOWRW Y :3ded
Bunpion JJe1S UOISSRULIOY) ‘()7 ‘UOISSRULIO,) WeadOM T 3, Wo3f) JoODs Ut 2R NI S Ut PRSI SRS pue suomjsodsp diymads Buidopuap Aq saurea jo adks s aq 01 siuapns asedaxd
0157 UOTEDNPR JAUTY J0 JOAESPUR LY *, 20UR3aduwio pu SIS ‘a8papwouny Suaoaduut jo wie aya ys siseq) Buioduo v o waseyepun Kyapoe Suureaf npsodind e, st Bumuea] 3uopsi
UoRmEA(

8520008

JRPNS Jo BUIpUEISIAPUN PUE SO[E UOWL0D & YBNOAL ATPUOREU parys Ad ued Burliea] JO 20USPIAR T PNS SUOTERRUXD Jo YIOWaXIIL] JiSed © UIIA SPAS] 2Rnpeidinpun [[e 18 Suruea] uonisod

01} OGRS A7 TYA Y JO AWN Y, 598100 U4 pu saufidiosyp ‘sasnduren enpiasput jo adengue] U o1t poTeisue 3 PIRoys Pue Ued SR 11TV 343 JO ST e Ul PaREIoRIE Suoiieado

2400 i, Buipesd J0j J0u Burusea] WapNIs BuiSSTOSI pue Surenfesd Ut 250 PAY]-JEUOHINISUT 0 PAPURU € SO 3t [, WRWUTELE Jo Spaa] patensiydos asow ApasssaiBosd Sunensuouwap

si0d0sap 0UEs0d Y. ‘00O SUTIIER] YPe JOJ BRI [EIUAUIEPUN] JTEMORJE SRS Y, A1N0E] W3 3peqpasy [FUONPPE Patesodioout pue w0 Furisea] Yoea Joj S0P Pazps pue
souqn sndused Sunsma Aueww pauED Tey3 $200id € YEN0IY) SIIEIS POU] AU} SSOIE SHISPAIN pue 337100 Sumuasaidas suadio Anoey Jo suea Aq padopasp 21 SN TN TYA Y,

P @ T nrooBpmpon oguns asvayd ‘worpprsofus ot 4of
11 ORENY ATVA ONINUVAT INOTHALT YO STING ANV SNOLLVANNOA




71

Integrative Learning

. T A0 ARINTEW
SIAD | STUAAD 2J7] pue ‘ymoid Spapsowy papuedxa
3] o euoEINpS Noqe amadsad | 1o puoinpe Noqe sanadsiad Bpeox| SIUDA3 AT JO TEUONEINPS 30] uormepuno] apoad tmm souauade

BpeoX| & Jurepa Jo Junwaus | WHaos & Jupeaput Jo sfurueaw noae saanadsad epeos| FunEpul ) PUE [EUONEINDS NOCE saarmadsiad
PoyuED Sufeasas MoyIM ‘paajaoepns  payuEp Ayt Sueasa: ‘yidap awos  Jo sBuiuzaw patyuep ATy Suiranas Yidap paguEtp ApuEatjs s 01 yxiap
© 72 (WOOISSER Y] JO IPISINO PUE PISUT | YT (WWOOUSSED X1 JO IPISINO PUE IPISUT U (WWOOISSER X1 JO IPISINO PUE IPISUT | U (LUOOUSSER X1 JO 3PISINO PUE apisul
saouauadha 1sed) Surumear soud swaay | sowauadia wed) Sunama) soud swaray - seouaadss wed) Sunsa) joud swanay  sowaadxe wed) Sura) Joud swauay

"SUOTTENIES

“SUOHENIIS SUOTIETIS - Paou Ut aouewsoynd pue vostatpaduod

"SUOTENYIS [AOU Ut 20uewiojed pue| paou ut aouewsoyad pue vostatpidwed  paot uraouewnognd pue voswmupadiod AWISLOWRD 0} S][R}S 50U
UOISURLRIIIIC0 2IRIISUOWRP 01 S]IRS PUE | ABISTOWRP 01 STO{S SO BIBUOWAP 01 SIS 01 PR JFpapoiny PUE A3papoty T A2A (FAITRD pue
adpapaoun; Axide 10u w0p 0q Suruma) - pue adpapwowy e Adde o1 sidwere e Sudidde jo 20uapiaa swous sk asrzaouun ue vt sarpdde pue Suruma)
snopaxd o ~§b§§ nuﬁz vﬁmce.ﬁ_ snowaud 01 SULBRI PN vﬁwc&nﬂ snowaud 01 SUBRI DB snorasd 07 20U R I SRl
SRS US| wovado  Apuepuadapur pansimd a sauspade |

Auapuadapur adpajuouny| | nopuadapur Fumsind ur oL euCIEONPS IEpuRdaput sonsind Apasioe 30 /pue apepouy swuewamba;

Sumsand ur 11 Sumos ‘siewasmbos| SWOUS 30,/ Pue ASpopmowy| [FUONIPPE O /PUE aSPapaouy EUOIPPE EIURISNS WOOISSER APIING YSLO[ P
WOOKSEP puadaq oo oy sulog | sansind simwanmbas woosssep puodag  sonsmd ‘Suawammbas woossep puodag . 1800 sunsmd pue SIS@IUT PUOHEINP T
K P SO PUE SRS ‘Spopsowny SO P STpYs ‘Spopsouny

S7mys ‘Sfpapsown] puetio 01 sanrmuoddo puedxa o1 spunpoddo nsmd puedxa o opunpoddo nsmd

yaom pasnbas opdwo) | ﬂbgﬁaxsgugww%u. PUE SaLILRp! o pasmbos opdwoy  pue sapepuad Spow pasmbes pjdwo))

“olqns 3y Ul WP “paldrs 3y Ul 1205 palgns ai

AD] BunEompU SR} 21T AR a1 pucdaq | P SUIEIPUT VOMEWLIORI 10 /PUs Palgns Sl Ut 1SABIUT ASURIU SUTIEIPLI UOIEWLIOJUL
UOREUAIONE JO /PUE 1Bisut anuy Suspiaoid | sy ruogseano Supiaosd Tdap it 1R SURESIPUL VONEULION JO /PUE O D1 JO /PUE SSIUDIEME

‘paoj aoepms e odor e sawodxy  Jo 20uapisd atwios i didon e swojdxy  ufdisur Burppid ‘dap ur idor e sasojdxy o v Buippid ‘ypdap ur aidor e sasojdx

I 4 € 14
SFeunOuag SIUOISITY suoisden

awpnkiofied 1313 (30 j132) YupRGIUIG 1355 30U 530p 308 Ao f5 wotNo 40 dyghars aos (v 0f 643k v UEkSTD of PaSoangIns 24 SioHIPTT

uoRdAgY

1JSUBI]

souapuadapuy

asnEpmuy

Aysoun)

(3pdzor-u-yo-Suopy /jpd /ut omonpa /atdoconps-aasmas Wos ‘G0z *¢ PquRiag pasatRy Ry
Fuopi uo wnparowe Y :3aded Fuppow I8 UOISSTUE0?) (007 "UOSSIUWO?) UEGOm Y a1, WOL]) JOOUDs Ul afiis (LN ST Ut PRCLDSIP) S[mys puk suonsodstp aypads: Sudopaap & puma) jo add st
aq 01 suaprus aredad 01 st uonEanps U Jo Joaeapus Uy  2otadco pue st SSpoapot Sutaoxdur Jo wie sy sseq Swouo ve vo vaxerppun Kipe Surirs] mypsodmd [, 1 Sunes) Suopp

uopuyaQq

Kot _n m m m Suomwr Dymws pouss ssvid ‘woywusfur siou dof

ey || ONENY HN'TVA ONINYVAT ONOTHAI'T 4O STINS ANV SNOLLVANNOH




72

Integrative Learning

IO WAPEIE FHN JADUTIOA J0 206 Aumiaron Gupaput fmumniion Jo dnosd ‘uosiad & ipuag
01 popuaut sapeoickde Jo Awtaea e Aq paurpp aq At WwaRSESR DD Jof SXAIU0) TOMPPE U] (9P Saafinpi Hareg NEROWR(] 0 EXNdY a1 SUEXAWY SUELIOR?) YUON SUEDUIY-UEDUY ‘1) AUIUaP: POJELs Ad poutpp 1o
(UOITEU ‘A1Is W0} ‘VorEZIES 0 Jjosd-uou e oy ‘ootps) ANeR0] B Ad pautpp & A2 yps ‘et ssmazan Suiay Jo pue apdoad amys moof Jo aod v Sulifedure S0 SUOREZIESI () SIXOI00 ATUNILLOD 117
(6002 ‘S AzJY ‘211 Gas\ WowSe DAy 20§ JANRY) 3 O3} PANURY) | STHUCO
Jo WAL (1 PUT U PUE SEPUA] J0 UOTIEO]E S008I J0 VOTNKLSIP jl S SIDNIEL YNS INOE SUOISERp SUIpUi) 1atwaiduws pue aypL o1 SIOtINg 43 s ARDOS ¥ J0 SUODMIISUL [A0J 4 1, TUKUURAOE)
SOV JO P U0 J0 SUOISBP AAINJ00 peas seye 1w £oup aours ‘kxpiadon axi aidoad jo sdnoil sasauats sostuE ASSI00 N0 SEPHIPUL Se 7% 10U PINoo Ay spof ysidwonoe o1 adoad
SaIqeua a0 Aoxjod votuoo s paoiofa pue dnod 2 uo Huipuiq st papdas AR ase 11 SUOSRD ATAID 1R ‘WA & 1w sl o suotuido asog ‘adoad Jo dnosd e i Aq sooud  samog
st puosid puz araud o ymsind aty 01 pa0adp st (g ot uosiod J0 ALK 1 PAISEIU00 SB UOEL DU AYUTLLRUD U J0 S| U I PaI0D WZAD AU 10 3| Hnd a1, 21 3y
"0 0 280 ampoxd pu FUp(Ig SNSUsU0D TOMEHORa O] SRy ] S VOMEIUILAL,)
Aapiqrsuodsas 1A pue sonfea ruosiad Jo asuas paUER UE pUE ‘fKdiosp a1 Jo uoneaxdde
JPROX] B TDIU0D IO J0 FUIPUESRPUN SN UTES 01 SE A2 B UPNS U 30wt axda X[} U0 KO[p Pu ATADE 01ARS PZIUERI0 U Ut i SIUapis (it f aXRpadd [PUOTEINPO Paseq 2800 Y B U ea] 011G
sasodmd orgnd spwOl SIRLI0 L yiow 01 ATKpsuodsas pu RKLIRLLICD FUORS B U KR0S Uf Jueddnmd awDe Ue 2 JRSIRL Jo 1 S8 300 Ut AIuap! A1)
140 oaqna sq1 up pasn s1daouod puv sukd) mw% 01 padojanap asom moyjof 10q3 suogiuifop a1
§50[9)

ssa0oud i wy Bursoqeo
1O PRAJIS DSOU) P SIquist AXUaGe ATuntnuoo Sarideafjon SaIpe] §e jans Sxm A jo 1md € ad AP Ty SRnTIsuoD AJUnuwo? apnpu 01 ssaoaid maraas ai dn Suruado o1 fjasi spua yiow S J0 AmIEU ) UOmppE U]
ssanaud atp ynoay s1sse pue spast Aimio) 01 papucdsas pue susnsuco Siumiod padedus sey e (uoneziueio o weifoxd aoues ‘aded (preaos
faams spaous ‘RAUISSaRSE HJUARS J0 AenD s dmipnaes i Jo Suppng ssausn B Horjod so voneysda) jo a0ad) pnpoud ajgidue: e Sunnposd ‘NewaBedua AunuREe I Y0m MUSPEIE Jay) oI WpnsayL, @
SIS pu uome o o saddy aydjnua soesuowap
wopnis 2y ‘ssaoud sy yno 1, Kood dfignd uy afuet e asd Jo ‘ansst zonsed T uo BoREINpR J0 s SMnd atp i s ajq B 1noqe Butiq o1 Ui Xaydiuoo © i 2jos diSApER] B S PUE L0 SN TP AL @
“2NSS} UB UO UONDE e} 01 padeiiua e spquistt AJununuon pue Kinoe) SIRpnis BUp ‘s B sy uoe
axgnd Jo sasmo snowes yinosy) Gt avmsod axew o1 153 ot pue ansst 11 uo saampadsiad aidnu sopnput e 260 ansst roned B uo wniog ARDOWAP AIERGEP & N0 S PUE ‘Sz DIprsI wps L, @
ANSS] U2 10J8 0 suorpe dipads Sunpe pue ‘sassaooud anesowap ur Sunedionsed ‘2004 v Supsey v Hoenowap aameRgpp vt siao a8us ) sssaooxd sppow
PUT S9EA1 OS[E WP 31 ‘55900 a4 U] 0GR 2762 Ao NSS! U2 O UOOE S pUE NG BunaJea] Ut (poouioqyaion & Jo Saquas Jo inos se (pns) siuio sadefia 1 wesBosd 0 & sifeuus pue DD WSl @
ISE NS STUT SIS 0F PAZIIN ) Az y3om. Jo suonnafod o sadues saow. Jo sodd adimpy ANuniuwion ai upgs %R J0 TPIRasa pase-ATunuwod ‘Sassep Suru ey aoians
noap uuea| paseq-AuntuLuad 3pHpU; P00 S SKIANS 104 UordprR [PI010R 01 JALRNOAU! [PUOTEZIUTI0 01 WISUAITUNJOA [ENPIATDUT W03} SULJ0} AUELL e} UeD RaURSER L) ‘TN 210U $Xu0dmio SUlLseal 4D al)
P 01 AU $§ GRS 1, SITISIUN PR S0 J0 SHNYEA PUT UOISSIL 3Ky PR 2071003 U SUsiou feuoissojoid-aid SUOpRI) pue syiovatses Apuidos ST uion pu AFiap; uosid Aq paues) ae Woomo Su ] )
w00 Xajduoo s aenpes PApURL-DAR B J0 AUUCOINO A1 1A, Voieonpa By o Auqsuodsa & uand ATEoBOISIY sty A0S Ut spuissaoid pue SNUNRLO) J0 SRR SUaziy s sa] Jfgnd st Joj samenpesd Suiedaig
adenfue Supuresy

Aapununion 24 01 feitpuaq ATenos pue UL aff AIEDIAIPL 10q a7 J1f UR0u00 dignd pue ucsiad jo soniare ut ardrsed SERpIpT BB SUIDE
sasseduwoue wataiedua ot ‘vonppe uy (14 aded oepid ‘0007 ‘Ssasd XA10) Aq paysignd Wiy Sewioy 1, AQ pap oy gl puv Gsgtsuoding ey wosy padmax ) | sessooud amed-uou pue pamod Yo yinon Spumuanoo
£ U1 aj jo Azpenb agy Bunotwosd sueats 1 0L 1 AP 0 UOTRARIOW PUE SINEA STy A8papowny Jo oneukfuod a3 Sidopsap pue SEUNLIICD 10 10 1] A0 A Ul XM B R 03 Bunjon, § oo

UORILEA(

$SA00NS WAPAS. o Ruipuersiapun pue Soferp

BOWWID & YEnO AfTeuciiey pareys A Ued Surizea] Jo 20Uapisa T LPRS SUOTEDAdND J0 ¥IOMDUEI] JISE] B UR[IM SRuaf aenpridapun [ e Sumsea) vorsod 01 81 OUqRI Zr1TVA AU J0 I[N 3K 1, $36Im0o uasa pue surdiosp sssndum

epiATpUL 10 a8 24y 0Nt PATEISUEA 2| PINOUS PUE U UGN 37V TVA 3 JO ST (B Ut pamrfe suormada i a1, Fupess 20 100 ‘Fursea) 1wapaus Sussnosip pue SUnenfead uf asn [@ad]- PUORNTIS 0§ POpUalul are S

AU, WRUREYE: Jo Spaa] pamansiydos asous ApajssaiBoid Surmnsuotap sxxdinsap aoueuiogad s 6000 ULJER (PR J0) TN [ELAKUEPUNY DIEINONIE QNI AL, AN0E 1oL} 3pBqpas; [PUORPPE pareiod oot pue auoono
SuuTay e Joj SWRLTI0D POTERRS PUE ST sndkuze) Sunsid fuets pourmd 1) sse00xd B YFN0I) IEIG PO A 052 SISRARI pu saayjon Sunuasaidas suada o) Jo suwa) Ag padopwap aRm UG AN TVA Y,



73

Integrative Learning

DInpns pue Wip 30 DAY 0 SIS WP U D 0f ST PUE STNUOD|
o po 35 o s o oo sy SOMDIUNS | SO0 JIAD W ot 01 ke ORI PUE SO0 AU g SR AIRUUOD st puo sai ot igingoyes

W o B, o, ) ot s .

PUE STXDIUOD AR (T aﬂg&xm” B uap: 2ot SIISUOWA(] Y3A O} TUXUIUWOI PUE AR SSTEIRUOWR(] | 01 RITURLOD pue A SRASUOUR(] | SAMIINNG /SIXAU07 ALY
| U
SAU0 J0 STUSIUO0E PUE S 34} 1O,
wipe| S0 SO 300 J0 SKPsidione - sisiee o sufisur il q pouedione
AU 0} WRUTARUOD ] PUE SOOI JOSWIE 0 (S)[ENIAJPU 1pUX AR SUOTIE 2831 U SUWTE k) 0GR SISAU 10 sfisur SanE R oA i
901 J0 SUPUEIIPUN POZIEURN] ] SWOUS | A0 DS JO TIPS 0] S PUE SUOME AR Uk DO WD Jo digy vy 30 Yoo Jo digspry wey ey o
1 SOIATOR WP K008 Y s ST | PRSTOO] ATEOMP Ul pturd eap ey pu a0uatcho JapURiapu] STSUOWR(] | PU a0URRda Napuadapul SaTSISUOUR ]| UORIIY PUT VORI Y
sapadsid By | saypadsid S0 uo pasy] umadsid S0t uo _uasa |
o pose] saessouu pu seap! xdepe pue ‘uanslf | soliessouw pue swp: Klepe pue wansT ssoxdxa  soffessaus pu seapi ¥epe pue vais] ssaxda | VO AR X[ 01 scysuonzpal |
ssudo Bupsoojan Joau0 cp ol Busofoau joauo uap 0w op ol Buoojaan o [ op ol Az Busols| UsIKES 01 e o1 pe e ey ok
BRAMOUS ‘A0 JIAD UF SITIUMADO)  BUMOKS ‘IXaIU0D A U SOTRDMINIUNN0Y) “TXAlOD JIAD U SEDMUNANIOD ARATDR g W Apamagp 01 oS VOTRIUNILOD SIO[E], , UOREIUNUILIOT) JIAT)

| oeagd

"RUIURLD | O} UDLIRUOD PANUEIOD PUE AIap; JMAD |

AJuaD] AP J0 2608 W0S] IR P AYIUBDS JIARD 0 3525 BUOIE £ 01 DRI | 0 98URK PRLIER PUE PROIOJUR B 01 LRI

Aupapt AR 01 $9XRUAED DAOD DU SRLAANDRI SN0 0 SUOMERAXD 1} S JRSUUNY J0 3] IO POUITRY S24 4 /24| zﬁéaggaﬁ_ﬁzéﬂ
10U $90P PUE SAATIOR JURAURFEEUR 1AL Up W03 PoIRIAUAG §1 SIIATIE Wt Esﬂgvaﬂgzﬁuﬁsm&j B SOGLORID PUE SHTATE Tatwaedi

|

0URLRAND ST /Y 10 VWP SPIOIJ | DD U] TRWRNOA SISIBNS 0PI, -D0AD U3 a0KAXEND J0 20UIDIAD SOOI | -D1AD) U 0D JO J0UAIAD SPIDI] | WAUAI07) Pur ARUIP] AL

w08 pue omd 9 P | “TwRs08 pue Srmod “RwRA08 pue omod o D | w08 pue ord |
ss_gc&:sommcoeuasi&j gy o ur vonedinied wo spuo101 - ut uonedpnied o $AU0 03 pue WIS | g 21 v vonedonmed. uso spuo 03|
D 01 AP 1 Ty s P Aprus | pu etk 1D o1 aurkdostp i /Apnis HAD 01 SUOTDAUIOD WA BUnyecs | pu wawren auap o1 2udostp g A
ORIBPEIE UNO SAUO WL} (7P ONURPEDE UNO S0 WL (9B DS, DPY/pnis SNBDIIE UNO SUO| - DBPEDE U0 S0 W) (3R U0
adpapmouy jo sisdeuy

| Gs§9a§§5§ Qa?g [ aau%ﬁasﬂ%,
UMD PUE SN0 J0 ABSINP Wwosy | 10 ATSAP WO03) PR 2 U TR - SAIFUNLRLD 10 AUSRAPD WO PUS| 2 UED | S0 SIOUOS SN0 U SOTTUNLANGID |
POURR| ] UED JEYM O] JUESI3 J0 WARJEPU | MOE AUSOLMD ] SUGRXH SOUUTUUOO A THOGE AJSOUND ST SOMUnGnD | 10 Ayssoarp woay Suay pue unps |
i %sg_mgagﬁaﬁs_zﬁ PUE MY R0 J0 HOUNWOH KODYPL U UMD R J0 50U WOl RARYP | Bunjon Jo e SR PUe Sapnie|

UE SE SPIRQ U2 SN OSOKIXT | SPIP U SO U0 T SXRTRAE SE | 2JE S PUT SIpIAIE W0 MO U0 SDIRY | U0 U} BISNIPE J0 0Uapiad SATRIISUOUA(] | S4M{NY) Pu¥ Sappumunto) Jo Kysaani(y

[ 7 ¢ b
YrEunUAg SAUOISATTY auoisder)

aouvuOfad [aAa] (2o J]a3) YADuYIUIQ 1230 JOU S0P Uy} Y40 J0 012302 40 a)duens ydom Aup 01 04az b uS1ssy 0) padpanodua ap SioNIAT

R0 273 0} B A0S PUE UL 2j APNPIADUL [0k 258 T L2000 iqrd pue puosid Jo sonianoe ut amdirued SErpiapu; BB SU0re
sossuwonuR WRuREEUR AR worppe u (14 aed S0eRid 0007 9 X430 Aq poxsgnd ‘P sewoy 1, A poup ‘g sy pue Gsqususdsny sty wosy poxdncy) |, sassanoud feanjod-uou pue eamod yod inosy o
ey Ay o Awenb gy Bunotwosd SUEt 1] 20U ) AEU 01 UOTIZARCU PUE ‘e STy S3papouy Jo Uoreukfie a3 Sidopaap e SIUNILIe no o aJi AR AU U aueiayip e ayzu 01 Sunpson, 51 wewadiBua )
UoRIUE(



Integrative Learning 74

Appendix G: Overview of the Integrative Learning Project Campuses

The Integrative learning Project (ILP)
was a three-year joint venture between
the Carnegie Foundation for the
Advancement of Teaching and the
Association of American Colleges and
Universities (AAC&U). Beginning in
2003, the ILP started with submissions
from 139 colleges and universities
throughout the United States. Institutions
applying for inclusion in the ILP
showcased a wide array of
classifications, enrollment sizes, and
specializations. The largest percentage
of submissions came from Master’s
colleges and  universities  (37%),
followed by Doctorate-granting
universities (21%), and Baccalaureate
colleges (18%). Proposals focused on a
number of areas related to integrative
learning, especially assessment of
student/program  outcomes,  faculty
development, and curriculum
development  (DeZure, Babb, &
Waldmann, 2005, Summer/Fall). Out of
the 139 total applicant colleges and
universities, 10 campuses were selected
into the final ILP study:

Associate’s Colleges

e College of San Mateo (San Mateo,
CA)

e LaGuardia Community College
(Long Island City, NY)

Baccalaureate Colleges

e Carleton College (Northfield, MN)

e Massachusetts College of Liberal
Arts (North Adams, MA)

e University of
(Charleston, WV)

Charleston

Master’s Colleges and Universities
e Philadelphia University
(Philadelphia, PA)

e Salve Regina University (Newport,
RI)

e State University of New York
College at Oswego (Oswego, NY)

Doctorate-Granting Universities

e Michigan State University (East
Lansing, MI)

e Portland State University (Portland,
OR)

While all 10 campuses of the ILP exhibit
trends and practices that could be widely
applicable for practice related to
integrative learning, for the purpose of
the project at Eastern lIllinois, the three
institutions included in the Master’s
Colleges and Universities classification
would be most applicable for
benchmarking, based on institutional
size, mission, and student characteristics.
Additional best practices from the other
seven ILP institutions that might have
possible application at Eastern Illinois
are also referenced. Unless otherwise
noted, all information in this section is
contained in the online public report
issued by the AAC&U and The Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement of
Teaching (Huber, Brown, Hutchings,
Gale, Miller, &Breen, 2007, January).

Integrative learning at Philadelphia
University

Founded in 1884 with ties to the
American textile industry, Philadelphia
University boasts a “liberal-
professional” education that ties classical
learning to real-world practice. This
connection between the liberal arts and
professional education was the basis for
the ILP proposal in 2003. With a strong
core curriculum, known as the College



Studies Program, Philadelphia
University had a foundation for strong
integrated practices, with a number of
programs being already in place before
inclusion in the ILP initiative. These
included the First Year Experience,
Information Literacy Initiative, Writing
at PhilaU, and the Senior Capstone
Experience. For the ILP initiative,
Philadelphia  University focused on
curriculum matters related to specific
points in the undergraduate experience
where integration could take place
between the liberal arts and professional
aspects. These areas were the First Year
Experience, Junior-level integrative
seminars, and the Senior Capstone
Experience.

The proposal for the First Year
Experience at Philadelphia University
focused building learning communities
on-campus through common experiences
through the curriculum, the residential
life spaces, and co-curricular activities.
A major component of building the
learning communities and integrating
experiences was a common theme and
reading book, which was the focus of
both Freshman Writing Seminar, History
I, and Drawing | classes. With additional
programming related to the common
theme and the reading book, students
displayed connections between the in-
the-classroom experience with the co-
curricular offerings through writing and
other projects, which were then assessed
by faculty members to show evidence of
knowledge integration across and
between courses and experiences.

The proposed Junior-level integrative
seminars were expected to encompass an
intensive writing component to bridge
the gap between classroom instruction
and practical application. Entitled
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“Integrative  Professional ~ Seminars”,
these seminars were to be available to all
classified juniors at Philadelphia
University, and comprised one half of
the junior-level curriculum in the
College  Studies  program.  The
Integrative Professional Seminars would
allow students to focus on various points
of view related to professional and
academic topics through a writing
intensive course designed to integrate
the liberal and professional aspects of
topics.

Philadelphia University also proposed a
revamped Senior Capstone Seminar that
would serve as the culminating
experience for the College Studies
program. The Capstone would focus on
current global events through a major
research project with a significant
writing component. To enhance the
integrative nature of this course, faculty
from the professional majors would
serve as major consultants for the
curriculum  development process to
cohesively combine the liberal arts and
professional nature desired of the course.

According to the report from the ILP
initiative website, Philadelphia
University was successful in
implementing changes to the First Year
Experience program and the Senior
Capstone course. No information was
given to the success in offering the
proposed Junior-level integrative
seminars, but a standing College Studies
Committee was developed to bring
together faculty from across the various
professional schools to work on the
continuing development of the core
curriculum, the College  Studies
Program.



As integrative learning was preexisting
in the First Year Experience through
usage of a common theme and book, the
advent of providing a more integrated
component related to the liberal and
professional elements was the intended
outcome. While the assessment done at
Philadelphia University did show that
the First Year Experience did produce
increased levels of integrative learning,
it also displayed problems in
implementing integrative learning in the
first year courses taken by students in
the professional schools. According to
the report, expanding all of the
commonalities across the various
courses “was already a significant
challenge” and “would further strain our
resources.”

The Senior Capstone Seminar was
somewhat better received at Philadelphia
University, and began with a series of
faculty —workshops on  “signature
pedagogies.” Through experimental
assignments aimed at allowing students
to look at global issues through the lens
of the future professional discipline.
Through assessment in 2005 and 2006,
Philadelphia University was able to
ascertain that senior students were able
to display integrative learning through
the capstone project, although some
faculty  believed that instituting
integrated approach to such a high stakes
project could be counterproductive if
students were not exposed to such tasks
earlier in the general curriculum. It was
determined that the best integrated
practice moving forward would be to
have students to research professional
issues in global context in a way that
was more coherent with research tactics
taught in the general undergraduate
curriculum instead of attempting a
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curricular overhaul so deep into a
student’s academic progress.

Integrative learning at Salve Regina
University

While Salve Regina University would
differ greatly from Eastern Illinois based
on some classifications (private vs.
public, religiously affiliated vs. non-
religiously  affiliated), the overall
academic mission, degrees awarded, and
learning outcomes are somewhat similar.
Salve Regina University is based on the
Catholic tradition and seeks to integrate
faith and learning with service and
commitment to knowledge. In regards to
integrative learning and the ILP
initiative, Salve Regina University
worked towards development related to
the core curriculum.

There were two primary goals at Salve
Regina for the ILP: develop an
integrative senior capstone course and an
assessment  program  through an
Integrative e-Portfolio. These goals
would work in periphery of the basic
Core Curriculum, which included four
overarching goals: 1) an education with
a Catholic identity, 2) a liberal
education, 3) responsible citizens of the
world, and 4) lifelong learning. Each of
the four Core Curriculum goals included
specific learning objectives that include
knowledge and skills, analysis, and
synthesis, for a total of 28 objectives.
While the first goal, related specifically
to the religious tenets of Salve Regina,
would not be widely applicable to other
institutions, the remaining three goals
could be quite applicable for other
Master’s level colleges and universities
with a specific undergraduate core
curriculum.



Assessment of the impact of integrative
learning in the Core Curriculum was
achieved through a matrix that was
distributed by faculty to students in core
classes to gauge how well topics were
being covered in line with the various
goals. The process of developing the
mapping instrument and implementation
took place well before and throughout
the ILP initiative at Salve Regina. The
assessment  was paramount in
determining effectiveness in integrative
learning, and overall outcomes from the
mapping matrix provided insight as to
which objectives were being met and at
what frequency. Input from faculty was
included throughout the development
and implementation process, and faculty
were given flexibility as to which
objectives would or could be taught in
the courses. The development of the
mapping matrix and changes to the core
curriculum were the precursors for the
development of the senior capstone
course, which was implemented on a
pilot basis in 2006.

The core curriculum development at
Salve Regina eventually led to a
common syllabus for most core classes,
with 75% of the readings being the same
across the various courses throughout
the four-year undergraduate experience.
In this way, Salve Regina was able to
develop increased commonalities for the
undergraduate  population,  thereby
deepening the integrative process. This
common experience was manifest fully
in the senior capstone courses, which
were based as seminars to allow students
to reflect holistically on their own
undergraduate  experience,  further
develop a worldview, understand
challenges in the modern world, and
further develop liberal arts skills. A
review of the common syllabus for the
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senior capstone course reveals that
students were asked to contemplate and
connect themes and knowledge from
both the core curriculum and their
major/minor areas of study. Assessment
of integrative learning was conducted
through a series of papers written after
specific sections of the capstone course
and an oral final exam, in lieu of a major
research project.

The Integrative e-Portfolio was designed
for use throughout the undergraduate
experience at Salve Regina as a means
of assessment of the overarching
learning  objectives. Rubrics  were
developed to guide faculty members in
assessing student progress throughout
the e-Portfolio process, and extensive
training was administered for faculty
members to gain higher levels of
competence when assessing student
writing in relation to the common goals
of the core curriculum and the goals for
each individual course. The grading
rubric was also expanded into a
handbook for the First Year Experience
and New Student Seminars, which
included in great detail the various
competencies  that students  were
expected to gain during the first year of
study.

The final component of ILP
implementation at Salve Regina related
to the core capstone course, called
Living Wisdom: Contemporary
Challenges. Connections were developed
by a faculty led development team in
2005 to link the capstone experience to
the first year course, Seeking Wisdom,
and the overall core curriculum. The
Living Wisdom course was designed to
be small in size (15-20 students) and
involved heavy use of the e-Portfolio
system that students would create during



their time of study leading up to senior
year. Specific texts were identified to
highlight different worldviews, and two
pilot sections of the capstone were used
in the spring 2006 semester. Primary
objectives for the capstone were related
back to the four goals of the core
curriculum, and a majority of the faculty
participation in the course came from the
philosophy and religious studies areas.
The  principal  reasoning  behind
philosophy and religious studies being
the primary instructional areas was
related to the non-professional nature of
the capstone course, since the students
were to explore differing worldviews
and philosophies, not necessarily areas
related to various professions. However,
in the proposal, Salve Regina did
highlight that eventually teaching
opportunities for the capstone would
widen as more faculty became interested
in teaching the new course.

Integrative learning at the State
University of New York College at
Oswego

The State University of New York
College at Oswego (SUNY Oswego) is
part of the State University of New York
system of public institutions. Although a
part of the largest higher education
system in the world, SUNY Oswego is
comprised of 8500 students and over 100
baccalaureate and graduate level
programs. Full-time faculty numbers are
around 300, and are referred to as
“teacher-scholars.” In relation to
integrative learning, SUNY Oswego
offered several different areas for
students to display competencies across
disciplines and develop cognitively both
in and out of the classroom prior to work
with the ILP initiative, and a direct result
of the ILP was called the Catalyst
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Project. These previously developed
integrative learning programs were: 1)
the Oswego Reading Initiative, 2) the
Center for Interdisciplinary Studies, 3)
the Arts Programming Board, and 4) the
Honors Program.

The Oswego Reading Initiative was
developed between 2000 and 2001
through a specialized faculty task force
on-campus. Beginning in the summer of
2002, a common book was designated as
a summer reading text for the entire
campus. While the idea of a common
text had been previously been instituted
at a host of institutions across the
country, the program at SUNY Oswego
was different in that it applied to all
students, faculty, and staff, not just
subsections divided by classification,
specific courses, or majors. Faculty were
asked to work the book into existing
courses, regardless of discipline, to
enhance discussions of the subject
matter of the common reading, thereby
promoting  critical  thinking  and
interactions between students and faculty
and staff members. The faculty task
force morphed into a standing committee
charged with the development of the
overall Oswego Reading Initiative,
including choice of the common text,
development of resources for faculty
related to the common text, and
additional campus-wide activities related
to the shared experience.

The SUNY Oswego Center for
Interdisciplinary Studies was designed to
offer integrative learning opportunities
across multiple disciplines and increase
opportunities for interaction between
students and faculty in both traditional
study and through research. Currently,
the Center offers twenty-two degree
granting programs that are



interdisciplinary and multi-disciplinary
in nature. The degree programs display a
healthy mix of arts and science
disciplines, such as American Studies
and Biochemistry, as well as more
professionalized fields of study like
Journalism and Applied Mathematical
Economics. To  further  develop
integrative learning throughout the
interdisciplinary programs, the Center
offers a number of additional learning
opportunities in the form of lectures,
performances, and panel discussions to
increase student-faculty interaction and
collaboration outside the classroom.

SUNY Oswego also offers a number of
integrative learning opportunities
through the Arts Program Board, a group
which brings a wide variety of speakers,
musicians, and theatre productions to
campus. These programs are designed to
facilitate growth not only in the
disciplines on-campus directly related to
the arts, but also additional learning
experiences for all disciplines in relation
to global competencies and varying
worldviews. The last, and most robust,
of the integrative learning initiatives
preceding the involvement of SUNY
Oswego in the ILP is the Honors
Program. Students in this program are
not confined to specific major courses of
study, but are challenged to examine
topics within their selected major
through a different set of criteria than
non-Honors  students. The Honors
Program is based on integrative practices
such as smaller class sizes, increased
student-faculty interaction, and an 18
hour Honors Core. The Honors Program
offers somewhat of a “rolling
admission,” in that while some students
are selected into the program coming out
of high school based on GPA and
standardized test scores, first and second
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year students can apply for the program
based once enrolled at SUNY Oswego.

As a result of the ILP initiative, SUNY
Oswego developed the Catalyst Project
as a more comprehensive and intentional
form of integrative learning on-campus.
A team of faculty began developing
Catalyst in 2004, and the project
essentially focuses on student reflection
at four different points related to the
undergraduate experience. Students are
asked to examine their learning
experiences prior to college (summer
orientation), during the first year (at
completion of First Choice course),
during the general curriculum (at
completion of Intellectual Issues course),
and completion of their major course of
study (at completion of the Capstone).
The First Choice, Intellectual Issues, and
Capstone courses are provided across
majors and disciplines, and represent the
various cognitive stages of development
that students are expected to experience
over the course of completing a
baccalaureate degree. In assessing the
reflective pieces produced by students,
SUNY Oswego has been able to identify
areas where integrative learning is
manifest and increase development in
certain courses to further promote
learning integration. Additional
emphasis has been, and will continue, to
be placed on faculty development in
areas related to integrative learning to
promote conversations about learning
across the campus, as well as the
continued enhancement of courses
across the disciplines to provide
additional opportunities for students to
apply knowledge to various contexts
outside their area of study.

Additional Best Practices from the
Integrative learning Project Campuses



While the results from the ILP initiative
at Philadelphia University, Salve Regina
University, and SUNY Oswego may
contain the most immediate best
practices for possible implementation at
Eastern Illinois based on Carnegie
classification similarities, certain
offerings developed at the remaining
seven ILP institutions could be adjusted
for use in developing a more robust
integrative learning component. The
following are a few of the most
prevalent examples of ILP success at
additional campuses that might be
adapted for use at Eastern Illinois.

Interdisciplinary Approaches

In addition to integrative learning
approaches developed through the ILP,
Carleton College in Minnesota, received
a $1.5 million grant from the Howard
Hughes Medical Institute in 2008,
allowing for the development of the
Carleton Interdisciplinary Science &
Math Initiative (CISMI). The program
seeks to move beyond traditional
pedagogical processes in study of math
and science by bridging the gap between
scholarship and practical application in a
complex world. CISMI takes an
evidence approach to student
assessment, and faculty are involved not
only in research related to their subject
area, but also research related to student
learning and outcomes. While students
receive integrative learning benefits
through research of how math and
science impact real world problems,
faculty are also recipients of the learning
process through constant assessment of
student learning how pedagogical
techniques might be augmented to have
optimal impact on learning outcomes
(Carleton College Web site, 2009).
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The College of San Mateo in California
has developed a Learning Communities
(LCOM) model that involves cohort
participation and the exploration of
connections between different
disciplines and subjects. LCOM is
divided into three separate tracks: the
Paired Course Model, the Confluence
Model, and Hard-Linked Learning
Communities. In the Paired Course
Model, two separate courses are linked
with a shared cohort of students and
revolve around a common theme. While
two separate instructors teach the
individual courses, team teaching is
practiced and encouraged through shared
class meetings, collaborative activities,
common  readings, and  similar
assignments aimed at connecting the two
courses and promoting students to think
of subject matter in varying contexts.
The Confluence Model encourages
students to learn from instructors in
other areas of study through the use of a
common focus that links multiple
courses. Students in  participating
courses may share a common class hour
from time to time, work together on a
common theme/project, or work on a
shared learning activity. The
commonalities between the different
courses allow for connections between
subjects and disciplines to be explored
and put into a real world application.
While the Paired Course and Confluence
Models allow for student choice in
various courses, the Hard-Linked
Learning Communities are more explicit
in desired outcomes and require for
students to enroll in specific courses
related to a particular track while still
promoting connections of subject matter
within a common group of students.



LaGuardia Community College-CUNY
also makes use of learning communities
to foster cross-disciplinary study. In a
similar cohort model, students at
LaGuardia area able to take clusters of
classes with the same group of students,
and these class clusters may be tied in
with a specific major or course of study.
There are specific learning communities
for Liberal Arts and Sciences and ESL
students, but the flagship learning
community at LaGuardia is the First
Year Academy, which affords students
the opportunity to take requirements in
specific majors early in the college
process alongside some basic skill
development courses. Within the First
Year Academy program, three groups
(Technology/Business, Liberal Arts, and
Allied Health and Sciences) are
comprised of student cohorts that will go
through similar classes for program
completion. While not fully
implemented as of yet, the First Year
Academy program will eventually be
comprised of four linked courses within
each group: New Student Seminar,
Fundamentals of Professional
Advancement, Specialized Basic Skills,
and an Introductory course specific to
the major.

Writing Portfolios

At Portland State University in Oregon,
connection between separate courses is
achieved through the core courses
making up the University Studies
Program. This four-year program
promotes critical thinking and effective
communication, and a major tenet of
University Studies, especially in the
first-year, is the e-Portfolio program.
First-year students in Freshman Inquiry
(FRINQ) courses are able to use an
online system provided by Google to
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highlight academic work and build a
comprehensive writing portfolio to show
learning progress over the course of the
year. However, the current capabilities
of the e-Portfolio program at Portland
State do not allow for students to access
or use the online system after the first-
year. To combat this problem,
development of an Open Source
Portfolio (OSP) is being developed that
would allow students to carry over work
from year to year, building a
longitudinal  body of  academic
composition that could be used on the
culminating capstone project during the
senior year.

Carleton College also utilizes an
extensive writing portfolio system to
gauge  student  progress  towards
integrative  learning. The Carleton
program is positioned during the term
when students must declare a major
course of study and before specific
methods, comprehensive, and
cornerstone/capstone courses are taken.
The writing portfolio is comprised of
self-selected student work (paper with
the best grade and additional personal
selection), all papers from one writing
course, and a writing exam. Portfolios
are submitted for faculty review, and the
process emphasizes student choice on
which writings are to be submitted.
Additionally, students are required to
produce a  self-reflection  piece
evaluating how their own writing skills
have progressed since being in college.

Progressive Educational Practices

At the Massachusetts College of Liberal
Arts (MCLA), integrative learning is a
major component of the core curriculum
on-campus. The original focus of the
ILP at the campus was to develop



objectives, assessment methods, and
course for the upper level integrated
capstone courses, but the idea of
integrative learning filtered down to
cover the entire core curriculum model
at MCLA. Over the course of
undergraduate study, students move
through three Tiers designed with
specific competencies for the various
levels of the core curriculum that
represent a holistic liberal arts mission.
In Tier 1, students are taught in such a
way as to develop in the areas of writing,
math, computer literacy, and a foreign
language. Tier Il, known as the Domain
Courses, requires students to select two
courses from each of the following
domains: Human Heritage, Self and
Society, Creative Arts, and Science and
Technology. Then students are to
complete a Capstone to the Core, Tier
I11, which is essentially a large capstone
course incorporating at least two of the
domains from Tier Il. To successfully
progress through the liberal arts core at
MCLA, students are required to move
systematically through various
disciplines and courses in an integrated
fashion that builds multiple
competencies in various areas.

Similar to MCLA in scope, but not
overall outcomes, the University Studies
Program at Portland State University
also follows a four-year model of
integrative learning. Freshman Inquiry
(FRINQ) and Sophomore Inquiry
(SINQ) allow for student progress in the
core  curriculum  across  various
disciplines and perspectives, and result
in Upper Division clusters of students
going  through  similar  classes.
Ultimately, students at Portland State
work on a senior capstone course, which
iS a community-based learning class.
Students are able to connect the SINQ
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courses and Upper Division Clusters
based on personal interests in the various
areas of study.

The University of Charleston in West
Virginia has developed an innovative
completion path that places much of the
responsibility for integrative learning in
the hands of the students. Entitled
“Learning Your Way,” the ILP at
Charleston allows for students to define
and explore every available option in
which to show progress towards and
achievement of  various learning
outcomes. Through a healthy mix of
curricular and co-curricular learning
opportunities, such as internships and
service learning, students at Charleston
are allowed to develop their own
Independent Learning Plans that allow
for movement through academic study at
an accelerated pace. Students are able to
prove competency in a certain area in
their own way, an example being the use
of personal international travel to prove
competence in global awareness. The
process highlights a unique partnership
between the university and the student
by allowing students to use personal
experiences as evidence of learning
outside the classroom.

Discussion of Integrative learning
Project Campuses

For future application at Eastern Illinois,
the campuses included in the ILP
initiative hold a number of possibilities.
Overall, two major themes are prevalent
throughout the ten ILP schools:
enhancement of current strengths in
relation to integrative learning and
institutional assessment of the practices
instituted.



As noted in the overview of practices at
Philadelphia University, Salve Regina
University, and SUNY Oswego, the
developments that came about as a result
of the ILP initiative were directly related
to existing programs, curricula, and
campus missions. For example, SUNY
Oswego already had a number of
programs in place on-campus that
facilitated integrative learning prior to
2003 and their ILP participation, and the
resulting Catalyst Project was more of an
extension of what was already being
accomplished. Similarly, at Salve Regina
and Philadelphia, the ILP served as more
of an impetus for intentionality rather
than a starting point for redevelopment.
Salve Regina was already steeped in
deep religious beliefs prior to ILP, and
the results of the project reiterated the
foundation of Catholic identity that was
to be passed on to students throughout
the core curriculum. At Philadelphia, a
long history of mixing the traditional
disciplines with pre-professional
development made changes from the ILP
fit seamlessly into the core curriculum
for certain majors, although the campus
did find that expanding some integrated
practices across the entire university
would not have been feasible. These
three examples, along with other
examples from additional ILP campuses,
prove that drastic reinvention is not
necessary for a development and
implementation of successful integrative
learning components. It is more
beneficial for a campus to identify and
enhance preexisting integrated practices
that have been successful than to create
an entirely new model for integrative
learning in  unexplored areas of
curricular and co-curricular life.

Various  assessment  practices are
prevalent within the campuses involved

Integrative Learning 83

with the ILP initiative. As integrative
learning involves various forms of
inquiry and development on the part of
the students, assessment tools for
gauging student progress through
education on various disciplines and
perspectives are paramount.
Additionally, assessment of the worth of
the individual campus programs related
to integrative learning is also important,
especially when examining the logistics
of implementation and the overall
breadth of the programs.

Assessment of student learning is the
most important area for review, and the
various writing components, course
offerings, and capstone experiences
provide snapshots of student progress
towards the mastery of various
competencies over the course of
undergraduate study. Individual student
work on writing assignments and
culminating research presented through
capstones show students moving through
developmental stages and towards
greater acknowledgement of personal
and intellectual growth. The ILP at Salve
Regina identifies various integration
types, ranging from social to spiritual
competence, and most of the other ILP
campuses center learning objectives
around ideals such as critical thinking,
analytical thinking, citizenship, and
cultural/global understanding.  To
measure  programmatic  impact on
students, institutions like Carleton
College and SUNY Oswego ask
institutionally specific questions related
to general learning outcomes and
program performance throughout the
integrative learning process. Carleton
also makes use of nationally known
survey instruments (College Student
Experiences Questionnaire and the
Collegiate Learning Assessment) for



data, and to enhance the impact of
findings, and adds additional questions
related directly to the integrative
learning. As stated previously, SUNY
Oswego questions students at four
different points during the undergraduate
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experience, enabling faculty and
administrators to gauge student progress
through  these ~ common  writing
assignments.
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Appendix H: Grant Possibilities

Institute

Grant
Name

Website

Description

Howard
Hughes
Medical
Institute

Science
Education
Grant

http://www.hhmi.org/grants/institutions/

Grants for
innovative
science
education at
the
undergraduate
level.

Teagle
Foundation

Outcomes
and
Assessment
Initiatives

http://www.teaglefoundation.org/grantmaking/overview.aspx

Grants for
sustained and
systematic
assessment
programs.

Ford
Foundation

http://www.fordfoundation.org/grants

The Ford
Foundation
gives
approximately
2000 grants
annually.
Many grants
are given to
educational
institutions for
a variety of
initiatives.

Lumina
Foundation
for
Education

http://www.luminafoundation.org/resources/

Grants for a
variety of
higher
education
innovations
including
assessment
and
international
education.

Carnegie
Foundation

http://carnegie.org/grants/grants-database/

Multiple

grants for
education
initiatives.
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