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ABSTRACT

The value of interactive reflective activities in the development of a universal
orientation among service-learning students is explored. Psychology
students participated in a service-learning module that incorporated various
reflective activities. The hypothesis that exposure to reflective activities would
result in change with regard to students' universal orientation, was confirmed.
The most significant changes were seen in students who were involved in
interactive reflective activities. These results support the value of dialogue
and group interaction in students' development toward a universal orientation
to life. Interactive reflection (embedded in the philosophy of human mediated
constructivist learning and connected knowing) models the idea of
interdependence and maximises students' perspectives of “we-ness”.

Keywords: reflection, service learning, group interaction, universal
orientation, student development, higher education.

1. INTRODUCTION

Higher education institutions in the 21st century, particularly those in South
Africa, face the challenge of globalisation, new knowledge societies and
complex issues of social transformation and diversity (Department of
Education, 1997; 2002; O'Brien, 2005). In response, institutions recognise the
importance of the development of human beings with the ability of praxis, i.e.
reflection and interaction with the world in order to transform it (Freire, 1968).
Nationally developed generic outcomes prioritise competencies such as
working effectively with others as a member of a group and demonstrating an
understanding of the world as a set of related systems (Department of
Education, 2002). From various spheres, the call for the importance of
learning about being human is heard (Rubin, 2001). There is a need for holistic
education with a vision of mind, spirit and heart (Aquino, 2005). True learning,
i.e. creative, expressive, reflective, self-directed learning, must be the way of
being (Clayton & Ash, 2004). In this regard, Von Kotze (2004) recommends
that the academy should be stretched, and excellence redefined to include
active engagement, a contribution to social justice, and life-world usefulness.
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Various educators (Bringle & Hatcher, 2004; Clayton & Ash, 2004; Collier &
Morgan, 2002; Connor-Greene, 2002; Eyler, 2000; McEwen, 1996; O'Brien,
2005) propose service learning as a pedagogy that can facilitate the social
change, holistic development, and competencies mentioned above.

As far back as the 1970s, Chickering (1977:17) warned that the “door is
slamming shut on the age of individualism and an era of interdependence is
leaping out at us”. People today need to acknowledge and cope effectively
with interdependence. A universal orientation to interpersonal relations
accentuates similarities rather than differences between the self and others.
This is based on the perception of self-other similarities, non-categorisation,
self-other integration, a sense of oneness relatedness with others, the
development of empathy and an acceptance of divergent views (Phillips &
Ziller, 1997).

2. SERVICE LEARNING (SL) AND REFLECTIONAS VEHICLES OF
CHANGE

To reach Boyer's vision of a scholarship of engagement (Boyer, 1996), SL has
become the “engagement tool of choice” for educators (Zlotkowski,
2005:153). It is an “educational approach involving curriculum-based, credit-
bearing learning experiences in which students (a) participate in
contextualised, well-structured and organised service activities aimed at
addressing identified service needs in a community, and (b) reflect on the
service experiences in order to gain a deeper understanding of the linkage
between curriculum content and community dynamics, as well as achieve
personal growth and a sense of social responsibility...” (UFS, 2006:9-10).
Various scholars have acknowledged the work of experiential learning
theorists Dewey (1937; 1938) and Kolb (1984), Freireian ideas (e.g. praxis and
the problem posing model of education) (Freire, 1968; 1973) and feminist
epistemologies (such as views on connected knowing and situated learning)
(Belenky, Clinchy, Goldberger & Tarule, 1997; Gilligan, 1982; Lave & Wenger,
1991) as cornerstones in the pedagogy of SL.

Reflection has been noted as the essential element that facilitates learning in
SL (Eyler, 2000; Eyler & Giles, 1999; Kolb, 1984; Stacey, Rice & Langer, 2001;
Zlotkowski, 1999). From Bringle and Hatcher's (1999) definition of SL, it is
clear that reflection assists in gaining a deeper understanding of module
content, a broader appreciation of the discipline, and an enhanced sense of
personal values and civic responsibility. Schén, widely recognised in the field
of reflective practice and learning systems, regards reflection as a continual
interweaving of thinking and doing (Schén, 1990; 1991). This reciprocity is
also clear from Freire's term praxis and Dewey's form of reflection as the
backward and forward connection between prior and current experience.
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Bringle, Hatcher and colleagues (Bringle & Hatcher, 1999; Hatcher & Bringle,
1997; Hatcher, Bringle & Muthiah, 2004), as well as Eyler (2000; 2001; 2002;
Eyler, Giles & Schmiede, 1996) provide helpful principles for good practice
during reflection. Their guidelines, complemented by the research and work of
Ash and colleagues (Ash & Clayton, 2004; Ash, Clayton & Atkinson, 2005;
Clayton & Ash, 2005), Collier and Morgan (2002), Rice and Stacey (1997),
and Williams and Driscoll (1997) include the importance of continuity,
challenge, contextualisation and communication during reflection.

3. INTERACTIVE REFLECTION

In this study, the use of reflection in an interactive dialogue will be explored
further. Acknowledging reflection as a way of becoming aware and making
meaning, it is postulated that the use of interactive reflection will reap the most
benefits. Many scholars in the field of SL have expressed the value of
reflection as a group process (Collier & Morgan, 2002; Eyler, 2002; Hatcher,
Bringle & Muthiah, 2004; McDaniel, 1998; Rice & Stacey, 1997; Schensul,
Berg & Brase, 2002).

Interactive reflection is embedded in the assumptions of constructivism
(Schon, 1990), which emphasises how learning is mediated by interactions,
social relations and language. Through dialogue, understanding is refined
(Atherton, 2005). Echoing these ideas, Dewey, Lewin and Freire emphasise
associated living, democracy in groups and the importance of connecting the |
to the we as the true ingredients of education. Dewey (1938:48) mentions that
“collateral learning" is sometimes much more important than the intended
lesson itself. From a social constructivist perspective, Vygotsky reiterates the
importance of co-operative and mediated learning, as well as authentically
embedded knowledge (Schensul, Berg & Brase, 2002).

Feminist epistemologies emphasise that learning should be part of connected
life and that learning is a social practice, based on participation in a community
of practice (Clinchy, 2000). Group reflection that values thinking with (and not
against) others can facilitate understanding. According to Noddings
(1984:201), to “meet the other in caring” is the pinnacle of learning during
service. This is of special importance in a multicultural classroom with diverse
and sometimes sensitive and conflicting ideas. King (2004) and Skilton-
Sylvester and Erwin (2000) refer to the importance of caring and sharing as a
vehicle to enhance the border crossing (from the self to others) that is often
needed during SL experiences

From an African perspective, Waghid (2004a; 2004b) is of the opinion that an
educated person is given to dialogue. In an African philosophy of education,
social practice and listening to the voices of others are paramount. Waghid
reiterates the importance of becoming a learning mediator, which implies
critical reflective engagement with one's own and others' positions.

Journal for New Generation Sciences: Volume 9 Number 2

74



According to him, the key elements of an African university classroom include
not only the socialisation of students with facts, knowledge, values and
tradition, but also the initiation of a discourse and critical questioning
processes. Furthermore, he emphasises the importance of critical reasoning
and deliberation with others (Waghid, 2008; 2009). Students should be
encouraged to challenge what they have been taught and enter into rival
arguments. Through opportunities for systematic controversy, students form
and reconsider their own views and evaluate presuppositions. Concurring with
this, Francis and Hemson (2007) challenge educators in South Africa to
consider greater reflexivity, discourse and social practice in their classrooms.

4, INTERACTIVE REFLECTION FROMAHUMAN DEVELOPMENT
PERSPECTIVE

The developmental dynamics that students bring to the higher education
sphere (such as developmental readiness and construction of personal
meaning) can inform educational practice (McEwen, 1996; Sperling, et al.,
2003). According to Dewey (Dworkin, 1959; Wirth, 1966) the appropriate
stimuli should be chosen to ignite learners' inherent interest and instincts.
Thus, educators should use the person's developmental stage as a “map” to
order learning experiences.

For adolescents and young adults on their journey towards commitment in
relativism (Perry, 1981), facing the challenges of finding an identity and
intimacy (Erikson, 1980), interaction between individuals and their widening
social radius, support and collaboration from peers, and finding meaning
through others are paramount. Erikson (1980) states that identity formation is
a complex, ongoing process in which individuals make judgements about the
self in relation to socially constructed criteria; from an embedded identity to a
differentiated and integrated identity. Acknowledging these ideas, higher
education should be focused on opportunities that facilitate an understanding
of the self in relation to a changing culture. Structured opportunities for
reflection can provide the intellectual scaffolding for entering social contexts
and exploring aspects of the self and others (Brandenberger, 1998). Also
Kohlberg believed that education using social interaction, cognitive conflicts,
democratic participation and taking ownership can advance moral reasoning
(McDaniel, 1998).

When group reflection is done, students can learn with one another in a
reciprocal and interactive way. Feelings-orientated, reflective discussions
assist students in realising that their feelings are normal, which can foster
group bonding and trust. Group members can respect one another's
vulnerabilities and provide comfort and support. Reflective discussions that
are more cognitively orientated provide students with the opportunity to share
insights and compare and contrast alternative viewpoints and conflicting
evidence, and can facilitate critical thinking and cognitive insight.
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Through voicing their ideas, hearing others' experiences and success stories
and finding collaborative solutions to problems, students gain a mutual
understanding, recognise limitations in their own thinking and clarify their
values. When the student is used as an expert during these discussions, it can
enhance his or her leadership skills and confidence. Co-operative learning
strategies also increase pro-social behaviour, and the presence of others
increases one's motivation to perform well (Brandenberger, 1998; Collier &
Morgan, 2002; Exley, 1998; Eyler, 2002; Hatcher, Bringle & Muthiah, 2004;
McDaniel, 1998; Rice & Stacey, 1997; Schensul, Berg & Brase, 2002).

5. RESEARCHMETHODOLOGY

The research aim was to investigate the effect of different kinds of reflective
activities on the development of students enrolled in an SL module. The
hypothesis was that exposure to reflective activities (the independent
variable) would result in change with regard to different dependent variables,
such as universal orientation, civic responsibility and cultural sensitivity. The
amount of the change observed was expected to differ depending on the kind
of reflection that students were exposed to.

Third- and fourth-year psychology students in the Human and Societal
Dynamics, B Psych, and Psychology Honours programmes volunteered to
take part in an SL module called The Study Buddy project. This sample of 75
students participated in essentially the same SL activities over a period of nine
months.

The students were randomly assigned to three groups: two experimental
groups and one control group. Experimental group 1 received opportunities
for individual reflection (weekly reports with feedback from the lecturer), as
well as structured interactive or group reflection opportunities (which entailed
bi-weekly contact sessions where a diverse group of students interacted and
conversed about their SL experiences). Experimental group 2 only received
opportunities for individual reflection. The control group was not exposed to
any structured reflective activities (although informal reflection between peers
may have happened).

Informed consent for participating in the research project was obtained from
all students. Furthermore, to ensure confidentiality, student numbers (and not
names) were used to match pre- and post-test data. All participants were
invited to individual feedback sessions after the completion of the study. With
regard to the SL practices employed, students were sensitised regarding their
responsibility towards the community, possible risks during their SL
endeavours and the scope of practice guidelines prescribed by the
Professional Board for Psychology, Health Professions Council of SA.
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In following a pre-post test experimental design, data with regard to the
specified variables were collected at the beginning and again at the end of the
SL module by means of a short biographical questionnaire and various multi-
item scales. Amongst others, the Universal Orientation Scale developed by
Phillips and Ziller (1997) was utilised to measure non-prejudicial attitudes
based on perceived selfother similarities and communal perspectives that
minimise group inequality (Bringle, Phillips & Hudson, 2004).

Cronbach's -coefficient was used to determine the internal consistency of the
different scales in the context of this study (see Table 1).

Table 1: Cronbach's O-coefficients for the different scales

a-coefficients
Instrument scale Pre-test scales | Post-test scales
Civic responsibility 0.748 0.695
Universal orientation 0.518 0.746
Social dominance 0.844 0.812
Social competence 0.783 0.792
Self-esteem 0.742 0.734
6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Changes observed in the total research group
Table 2 summarises the mean and standard deviation scores of the dependent

variables with regard to pre- and post-test scores as an indication of the
changes observed in the total research group.
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Table 2: Means and standard deviations of the scores for the total
research group with regard to pre- and post-test scores on the
dependent variables

Variable Pre-test Ppst-test

S

|

¥ s

Civic respansibility

Highest possible scare * 16 97 59 6.79 10432 568

Lowest possible score 29

Universal arientation

Highest possitle score “ 00 66.15 7 10 70.53 912

Lowest possible score 20

Social dominance

Highest possible score 112 34 68 12.70 35 55 1220

Lowest possible score 16

Social competence

Highest possible scare 80 63.36 8.00 57 37 731

Lowest possible score 16

Self-esteem

Highest possible score 40 35.39 2.60 6 69 313

Lowest possible score 10

Hours

- = 53.81 26.01

Table 2 shows that, for most of the variables (except for social dominance), the
pre-scores obtained by students were on the upper level of the continuum. In
spite of the possible role of the ceiling effect, there is a tendency towards
higher average scores in the post-tests (as expected). Changes in dependent
groups (using difference scores) were tested for significance by means of t-
tests.
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From the results (see Table 3), it is evident that all scores for the dependent
variables, except for social dominance, changed significantly (at the 1% level
of significance). This can be ascribed to developmental effects and natural
maturation, but possibly also to the effect of the SL activities. These changes
correspond with other research findings in the field of SL (Eyler, Giles, Stenson
& Gray, 2001). Because these results cannot be compared with an equivalent
group that was not exposed to any SL activities, itis not possible to ascribe the
development effect to SL (this was not the purpose of the study, however).

Table 3: t-tests for the total research group with regard to pre- and post-
test scores on the different dependent variables

Dependent variable t-value | P
Civic responsibility 8. 72* <(C.0001
Universal orientation 4 .03* 0.0001
Social dominance 0.78 0.4383
Social competence €.64™ <C.0001
Self-esteem 4 24> <.0001
**p<=0.01 *p<=0.05

Although only 40 hours of work in the community were expected from
students, the average reported number of hours spent in the community was
53.81. This indicates that students were motivated to take initiative.

Investigating between-group differences
The MANOVA testing differences with regard to the dependent variables for a)
the three groups in general and b) Groups 1 and 2 (the two experimental

groups) versus Group 3 (control group), are summarised in Table 4.

Table 4: MANOVA F-values for testing main effects and interactions

Independent variable F-value v P
Group (1,2,3) 5.08" 12: 100 0.0001
Group (1+2) vs. (3) 1.73 8: 68 0.1278

**p<=0.01 *p<=0.05

Group 1 = Experimental 1; Group 2 = Experimental 2; Group 3 = Control

From Table 4, it is clear that significant differences (at the 1% level of
significance) in the mean difference scores of the dependent variables exist for
the three groups.
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Table 5 summarises the results of the ANOVA tests that were done to
determine which dependent variables showed significant differences (with the
groups as independent variables).

Table 5: Results of the ANOVA tests with group as independent variable

Dependent Group Group Group | F-value v p f
variable 1 2 3
Civic 6.80 6.28 5.84 0.07 2 0.9346
responsibility
Universal 12.00 0.68 0.48 1781 2 0.0001 0.70
orientation
Social 2.00 -0.24 0.84 0.33 2 0.7201
dominance
Social 4.88 4.08 3.08 0.74 2 0.4794
competence
Self-esteem 1.24 1.32 1.36 0.01 2 0.9875
Hours 72.52 44.00 44.92 12.69* 2 0.0001 0.59
**p<=0.01 *p<=0.05

Group 1 =Experimental 1; Group 2 = Experimental 2; Group 3 = Control

From Table 5, it is clear that there are differences significant at the 1% level for
two dependent variables, namely universal orientation and hours spentin the
community. The effect sizes of both these results indicate large practical
significance. According to the Scheffé procedure (to determine which of the
three groups differed significantly from the others), Group 1 which received a
combination of interactive (group) and individual reflective activities, differed
significantly from the other two groups with regard to the two variables.
Students in this group portrayed a greater shift towards a universal orientation
and voluntarily committed more hours of service in the community than the
othertwo groups.

These results support the value of interactive (group) reflection, as explicated
above, as well as the importance of dialogue and group interaction. It is clear
that, through dialogue, understanding is refined and development is
facilitated. This finding is in accordance with the research of Connor-Greene
(2002), who found that, amongst other things, group process, group
discussion and interdependence enhance the value for students in an SL
module.
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It is believed that the potential value of working in groups, as proposed by
various scholars (Collier & Morgan, 2002; Schensul, Berg & Brase, 2002,
Simmons & Roberts-Weah, 2000) realised in this group of students. Through
the sharing of multiple viewpoints, modelling and scaffolding, students gained
insight into how context and background affect perceptions. They learned to
think in terms of groups and not only as individuals. Furthermore, it is believed
that the key elements of an African university classroom, such as discourse,
critical questioning processes and opportunities for systematic controversy as
proposed by Waghid (2004), were present in the interactive reflective
processes in which this group was involved.

Although it was expected that individual reflection would also facilitate change
(as in other research findings), this research did not find significant evidence
for the role of individual reflection in facilitating development. It is clear that
combining individual reflection with interactive group reflection proves to be a
more effective educational practice.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

This article provided an argument for how the implementation of certain
learning and developmental principles can enhance educational practice in
the field of SL and reflective practice. As Bradley (2003) states, these theories
can serve as filters or lenses through which higher education activities can be
designed and studentlearning and development can be facilitated.

This study supports the value of interactive reflection, dialogue and group
interaction in the development of students toward a universal orientation to life.
Conversation, dialogue, peer interaction and sharing experiences maximise
students' perspectives of “we-ness”. Especially for adolescents and young
adults in a diverse society such as SA today, human-mediated constructivist
learning models the idea of interdependence and equips students with the
competence needed in today's world.

8. REFERENCES

AQUINO, D.R. 2005. Curriculum and pedagogy: A service-learning paradigm
from the Philippines. (In Chisholm, L.A. (eds.), Knowing and doing: The theory
and practice of service-learning. New York, NY: The International Partnership
for Service-Learning and Leadership.)

ASH, S.L., & CLAYTON, P.H. 2004. The articulated learning: An approach to
guided reflection and assessment. Innovative Higher Education, 29: 137154.

ASH, S.L., CLAYTON, P.H., & ATKINSON, M.P. 2005. Integrating reflection

and assessment to capture and improve student learning. Michigan Journal of
Community Service Learning, 11(2): 4960.

81



ATHERTON, J.S. 2005. Learning and Teaching. [Online]. Available:
http://www.learningandteaching.info/learning/whatlearn.htm [29 September
2006].

BELENKY, M.F., CLINCHY, B.M., GOLDBERGER, N.R., & TARULE, J.M.
1997. Women's ways of knowing: The development of self, voice, and mind.
New York, NY: Basic Books.

BOYER, E.L. 1996. The scholarship of engagement. Journal of Public Service
and Outreach, 1(1): 1120.

BRANDENBERGER, J.W. 1998. Developmental psychology and service-
learning: A theoretical framework. (In Bringle R.G. & Duffy D.K. (eds.), With
service in mind: Concepts and models for service-learning in psychology.
Washington, DC: American Association for Higher Education.)

BRINGLE, R.G. 2003. Enhancing theory-based research on service-learning.
(In Billig, S.H. & Eyler, J. (eds.), Deconstructing service-learning: Research
exploring context, participation, and impacts. Greenwich, Ct: Information Age
Publishing.)

BRINGLE, R.G., & HATCHER, J.A. 1999. Reflection in service learning:
Making meaning of experience. Educational Horizons, 77: 179185.

BRINGLE, R.G., & HATCHER, J.A. 2004. Indiana University-Purdue
University Indianapolis: Advancing civic engagement through service
learning. (In Langseth, M. & Plater, W.M. (eds.), Public work and the academy:
An academic administrator's guide to civic engagement and service-learning.
Bolton, Ma: Anker Publishing Company.)

BRINGLE, R.G., HATCHER, J.A., & CLAYTON, P.H. 2006. The scholarship of
civic engagement: Defining, documenting, and evaluating faculty work. To
Improve the Academy, 25: 257279.

BRINGLE, R.G., PHILLIPS, M.A., & HUDSON, M. 2004. The measure of
service-learning: Research scales to assess student experiences.
Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.

CHICKERING, A.W. 1977. Major social changes. (In Chickering, A.W.,
Halliburton, D., Bergquist, W.H. & Lindquist, J. (eds.), Developing the college
curriculum: A handbook for faculty and administrators. Washington, DC:
Council for the Advancement of Small Colleges.)

CLAYTON, P.H., & ASH, S.L. 2004. Shifts in perspective: Capitalizing on the

counter-normative nature of service-learning. Michigan Journal of Community
Service Learning, 11(1): 5970.

Journal for New Generation Sciences: Volume 9 Number 2

82



CLAYTON, P.H., & ASH, S.L. 2005. Reflection as a key component in faculty
development. On the Horizon, 13: 161169.

CLINCHY, B.M. 2000. On critical thinking and connected knowing.
Introduction to service-learning toolkit: Readings and resources for faculty.
Providence, Rl: Campus Compact.

COLLIER, PJ., & MORGAN, D.L. 2002. Community service through
facilitating focus groups: The case for a methods-based service-learning
course. Teaching Sociology, 30: 185199.

CONNOR-GREENE, P.A. 2002. Problem-based service learning: The
evolution of a team project. Teaching of Psychology, 29(3): 193197.

DEWEY, J. 1937. Democracy and education: An introduction to the philosophy
of education. New York, NY: The MacMillan Company.

DEWEY, J. 1938. Experience and Education. The Kappa Delta Pi Lecture
Series. New York, NY: The MacMillan Company.

DWORKIN, M.S. 1959. Dewey on education: Selections. Classics in
education, No 3. New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

ERIKSON, E. 1980. Identity and the life cycle. New York, NY: W.W. Norton and
Company.

EXLEY, R.J. 1998. Service learning and curricular integration. American
Association of Community Colleges service learning resource guide, 1(1): 14.

EYLER, J.S.2000. What do we most need to know about the impact of service-
learning on student learning? Michigan Journal of Community Service
Learning, Special Issue: 1117.

EYLER, J. 2001. Creating your reflection map. (In Canada, M., Speck, B.W. &
Kramer, M (eds.), Developing and implementing service-learning programs.
San Francisco, CA: John Wiley and Sons.)

EYLER, J. 2002. Reflection: Linking service and learning Linking students
and communities. Journal of Social Issues, 58(3): 517534.

EYLER,J., & GILES, D.E. 1999. Where's the learning in service-learning? San
Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

EYLER, J., GILES, D.E., & SCHMIEDE, A. 1996. A practitioner's guide to

reflection in service-learning: Student voices and reflections. Vanderbilt
University, Nashville, NC.

83



EYLER, J.S., GILES, D.E., STENSON, C.M., & GRAY, C.J. 2001. Ata glance:
What we know about the effects of service-learning on college students,
faculty, institutions and communities, 1993 2000. Vanderbilt University,
Nashville, NC.

FRANCIS, D., & HEMSON, C. 2007. Rainbow's end: consciousness and
enactment in social justice education: research article. Perspectives in
Education, 25(1): 99-109.

FREIRE, P. 1968. Pedagogy of the oppressed. New York, NY: The Seabury
Press.

FREIRE, P. 1973. Education for critical consciousness. London: Sheed and
Ward.

GILLIGAN, C. 1982. In a different voice: Psychological theory and women's
development. Cambridge, Ma: Harvard University Press.

HATCHER, J.A., & BRINGLE, R.G. 1997. Reflections: Bridging the gap
between service and learning. Journal of College Teaching, 45:153158.

HATCHER, J.A., BRINGLE, R.G., & MUTHIAH, R. 2004. Designing effective
reflection: What matters to service-learning. Michigan Journal of Community
Service Learning, 11(1): 3846.

KOLB, D.A. 1984. Experiential Learning: Experience as the source of learning
and development. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall.

LAVE, J., & WENGER, E. 1991. Situated learning: Legitimate peripheral
participation. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

McDANIEL, A.K. 1998. Character education: Developing effective programs.
Journal of Extension, 36(2). [Online]. Available:
http://www.joe.org/joe/1998april/a3.html [8 December 2006].

McEWEN, M.K. 1996. Enhancing student learning and development through
service-learning. (In  Jacoby, B. & Associates (eds.), Service-learning in
higher education: Concepts and practices. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.)

NODDINGS, N. 1984. Caring: A feminine approach to ethics and moral
education. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.

PERRY, W.G. 1981. Cognitive and ethical growth: The making of meaning. (In
Chickering A\W. & Associates (eds.), The modern American college:
Responding to the new realities of diverse students and a changing society.
San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.)

Journal for New Generation Sciences: Volume 9 Number 2

84



PHILLIPS, S.T., & ZILLER, R.C. 1997. Toward a theory and measure of nature
of nonprejudice. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 72(2): 420434.

O'BRIEN, F. 2005. Grounding service learning in South Africa. Acta
Academica Supplementum: Research and (community) service learning in
South African higher education institutions, 3: 6498.

RICE, D., & STACEY, K. 1997. Small group dynamics as catalyst for change: A
faculty development model for academic service-learning. Michigan Journal of
Community Service-Learning, 4: 5764.

RUBIN, M.S. 2001. Asmart start to service-learning. New Directions for Higher
Education, 114: 1526.

SCHENSUL, J.J., BERG, M., & BRASE, M. 2002. Theories guiding outcomes
for action research for service-learning. (In Furco, A. & Billig, S.H. (eds.),
Service-learning: The essence of the pedagogy. A volume in advances in
service-learning research. Greenwich, Ct: Information Age Publishing.)

SCHO6N, D.A. 1990. Educating the reflective practitioner: Toward a new design
forteaching and learning in the professions. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

SCHON, D.A. 1991. Introduction. (In Schoén, D.A. (ed.), The reflective turn:
Case studies in and on educational practice. New York, NY: Teachers College
Press.)

SIMMONS, V.C., & ROBERTS-WEAH, W. 2000. Service-learning and social
reconstructionism: A critical opportunity for leadership. (In O'Grady, C.R. (ed.),
Integrating service learning and multicultural education in colleges and
universities. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.)

SKILTON-SYLVESTER, E., & ERWIN, E.K. 2000. Creating reciprocal learning
relationships across socially-constructed borders. Michigan Journal of
Community Service Learning, 7: 6575.

SMITH, M.K. 2001. David A. Kolb on experiential learning. The encyclopedia
of informal education. [Online]. Available: www.infed.org/b-explrn.htm [12
May 2005].

SOUTH AFRICA. Department of Education (DoE). 1997. Education White
Paper 3. A programme for higher education transformation. Government
Gazette No. 18207, 15 August 1997. Pretoria: Government Printer.

SOUTH AFRICA. Department of Education (DoE). 2002. A new academic

policy for programmes for higher education transformation. [Online].
Available: http://www.che.ac.za [8 April 2004].

85



SPERLING, R., WANG, V.O., KELLY, J.M., & HRITSUK, B. 2003. Does one
sizefitall? The challenge of social cognitive development. Michigan Journal of
Community Service Learning, 9(2): 514.

STACEY, K., RICE, D.L., & LANGER, G. 2001. Academic service-learning:
Faculty development manual. Eastern Michigan University TM, Office of
Academic Service-learning, Ypsilanti, MI.

UNIVERSITY OF THE FREE STATE (UFS) 2006. Community service policy
of the University of the Free State. [Online]. Available:
http://www.uovs.ac.za/faculties/documents/Z1/Policy/13366-
UFS_CS_Policy UV_SD_beleid.pdf[4 December 2006].

VON KOTZE, A. 2004. Between excellence and engagement: Toward a “truly
African university”. Ingede: Journal of African Scholarship, 1(1): 114.

WAGHID, Y. 2004a. African(a) philosophy of education and deliberative
university teaching. Africa Education Review, 1(1): 3445.

WAGHID, Y. 2004b. African philosophy of education: Implications for teaching
and learning. South African Journal of Higher Education, 18(3): 5664.

WAGHID, Y. 2008. The public role of the university reconsidered: research
article. Perspectives in Education, 26(1): 19-24.

WAGHID, Y. 2009. Education for responsible citizenship: conversation.
Perspectives in Education, 27(1): 85-90.

WILLIAMS, D., & DRISCOLL, A. 1997. Connecting curriculum content with
community service: Guidelines for facilitating student reflection. Journal of
Public Service and Outreach, 2(1): 3342.

WIRTH, A.G. 1966. John Dewey as educator: His design for work in education
(1894 1904). New York, NY: John Wiley & Sons.

ZLOTKOWSKI, E. 1999. Pedagogy and engagement. In Bringle, R.G.,
Games, R. & Malloy, E.A. (eds.), Colleges and universities as citizens.
Boston, Ma: Allyn and Bacon.

ZLOTKOWSKI, E. 2005. The disciplines and the public good. In Kezar, A.J.,
Chambers T.C. & Burkhardt J.C. (eds.), Higher education for the public good:
Emerging voices from a national movement. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-
Bass.

Journal for New Generation Sciences: Volume 9 Number 2

86



