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Introduction

Peter Meyer

The Southern Regional Education Board (SREB) has been operating a
program of service-learning in resource development for student
interns, public service agencies, and institutions of higher education
since 1967. For five-years 2 large number of students, agency
personnel, educators, and observers have struggled to give birth to
and nurturc the educaticrial and scrvice components of
service-learning internships. The life of the child and its many parents
has been neither easy nor simple. The struggle for acceptance and the
dynamic growth of service-learning will continue so long as both the
concept and those applying the concept remain alive.

At this particular juncture it seems appropriate to reflect upon

some of the issues cmerging from the growth of service-learning.
What is service-learning? What are the service and- learning
components of internships? What arc internships? What s
experieatial education? What is off-campls education? As the
program has developed over the past five years, these and many more
questions have arisen out of a continuous dialogue among the various
individuals and groups working with the SREB service-learning
program as well as with developing service-learning programs in other
regions of the country.
" Many approaches to this particular publication couid have been
taken. It could have been, for example, a chronological history of the
program, written by one individual. It could have developed into a
series of discrete monographs, each dealing with one aspect of theory
or program development and each published and distributed
separately. However, we believe that the major dynamics of the
program are best conveyed in an anthology format, which allows
some of the parents of service-learning to describe how they have
attempted to help the child develop.

With the exception of Huey Long, whose evaluation of the effect

Peter Meyer served as Director of the Student Intern Project from January 1971 until
August 1972 and is currently a professor in the School of Health and Social Services of
Florida International University.
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of the program on agency supervisors appears in Sectio
the contributing authors has been intimately invof
sarvice-learning effort in a variety of roles. William O°Cd
opening article gives service-learning a historical per
helped nurture the program through various stages as
Special Programs for SREB. Robert Sigmon and Michad
members of the original SREB project staff, writy
perspective as well as from the perspective of current
independent, but affiliated, state-wide programs.

represented by the contributions of Merrill Goodwyn, }
Richard S=wurthwaite, David Kiel and Walter Gordon.™ 1
so many intern authors are represented in this publicat
the high quality of intern participation and testifies as v
the most crucial factors of the service-learning prograi
intervention of the intern in his nwn experience as w
formulation of that experience for those who will follow

The publication is divided into three sections. Se
with the development of the service-learning concept, Se
the translation of the concept into a variety of settings.
[II with attempts at evaluating both the concept and
attempt has been made to alter the manner of present
by each author. It has been necessary to edit some o
because of their original length. There is obviously some
content but it is included because the repetition, where
handled by each author from his own perspective and ¢
the varying ways in which the same material is treated
pcople.

Finally, the various agencies that have funded
service-learning effort during the five years should be mei
diversity of financial assistance demonstrates the varict
who have had sufficient faith in the effort to make it ¢

*Walter Gordon, a student at Emory and an intern at SREB, was respons]
the preparation of this volume and thus deserves special credit.
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Introduction

Peter Meyver

of the program on agency supervisors appears in Section HI, cach of
the contributing authors has been intimately involved in the
service-learning cffort in a variety of roles. William O’Connell, whose
opening article gives service-learning a historical perspective, has
helped nurture the program through various stages as Director of
Special Programs for SREB. Robert Sigmon and Michael Hart, both
members of the original SREB project staff, write from that
perspective as well as from the perspective of current directors of
independent,  but affiliated, state-wide programs. Interns are
represented by the contributions of Merrill Goodwyn, Edward Cole,
Richard Smurthwaite, David Kiel and Walter Gordon.* The fact that
so many intern authors are represented in this publication indicates
the high quality of intern participation and testifies as well to onc of
the most crucial factors of the service-learning program: the direct
intervention of the intern in his own experience as well as in the
formulation of that cxperience for those who will follow him.

The publication is divided into three sections. Section | deals
with the development of the service-learning concept, Section II with
the translation of the concept into a variety of settings, and Section
Hi with attempts at evaluating both the concept and practice. No
aftempt has been made to alter the manner of presentation chosen
by cach author. It has been necessary to edit some of the articles
because of their original length. There is obviously some repetition in
content but it is included because the repetition, where it occurs, is
handled by each author fron1 his own perspective and demonstrates
the varying ways in which the same material is treated by different
people.

Finally, the various agencies that have funded the SREB
service-learning effort during the five years should be mentioned. The
diversity of financial assistance demonstrates the variety of people
who have had sufficient faith in the effort to make it cconomically

*Waiter Gordon. a student at Emory and an intern at SRERB, was responsible for much of
the preparation ot this volume and thus deserves special credit,



feasible for SREB to continue the program. As has already been
mentioned, the Office of Economic Research of the Economic
Development Administration has afforded SREB continuous support
over the five years. In addition, the following agencies have
contributed support at one time or another: the Office of Technical
Assistance of the Economic Development Administration, the
Department of Labor, the Oflfice of Economic Opportunity, the
Appalachian Regional Commission, the Coastal Plains Commission,
the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Moody Foundation of Texas,
and many state and local governmental agencies.

Through the far-sighted vision of our primary funding source, the
Office of Economic Research of the Economic Development
Administration (Department of Commerce), service-learning
internship programs are now being oifered through the Western
Interstate Council for Higher Education (WICHE), the New England
Board of Higher Education (NEBHE), and Midwest Advisory Council
for Higher Education (MACHE). In effect, what began as a modest
effort in the state of Tennessee in 1964-65 has national scope now in
1972, for there are only a few states that do not now have or have
not had in the past five years some involvement in the
service-learning effort. Since the SREB effort was the first one, and
since the other regional programs are modeled after SREB’s, it seems
logical that this publication dealing with service-learning should come
from the Board.



Section I

The Development of
The Service-Learning Concept
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Service-Learning as a Strategy for Innovation
in Undergraduate Instruction

William R. O Connell, Jr.

Oft-campus, experiential education is fast becoming a major and
acceptable part of undergraduate education across the country. More
and various types of institutions are adding activitics outside the
classroom and off the campus for many students, In the past year
there have been several national meetings which have included a
focus on some aspect of this development. Current interest in
providing non-traditional educational opportunities for students has
been stimulated largely by recommendations from national boc s
such as the Carnegie Commission on Higher Education and the
Newman Task Force. Of course, interest on the part of educators is
also stimulated by growing recognition of the possibility that
locations away from the institution can provide legitimate lcarning
environments.

Field work, internships, and cooperative education of varying
types have long been a part of most professional education, but the
current interest is much ntore encompassing and attention is being
turned to developing opportunities for all students, not just those in
professional programs, to gain practical experience as a regular part
of the undergraduate experience.

Over the past five ycars, a program has been operated in the
Southern region to provide college students opportunities to
combine soctal and economic development internships with their
college programs. A major result of this program has been the
emergence of a philosophy which can apply to the broader
development of off-camipus cxperiences for students. The unique
contribution of this program to the development of innovations in
undergraduate instruction is the concept of a balance between service
and learning through the relationships among the various
components of the internship.

A speech given to a small group discussion session on Innovations in Undergraduate
Iustruction, 27th National Conference on Higher Education, Chicago, I, March 7, 1972,
Witliamt O'Connell is the Director of Special Programs at the Southern Regional Education
Board.
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Service-L.earning as a Strategy for Innovation
in Undergraduate Insiruction

Willium R. O Connell, Jr.

The Development of Service-Learning in tx: South

Work to develop service-learning as o strategy for change in
Southern higher education began with -+ community service program
which started in Qak Ridge. Tenng-see, and was further developed
and expanded by the Oak Ridge Associated Universities (ORAU).

The internship program was based on two perspectives. First.
students had been used as interns by the Clinch-Powell River Valley
local deveiopment association during the summers of 1964 and 1965,
under the Ieadership of several Qak Ridge staflf membecs waorking on
a volunteer basis. Second, with nineteen years of cxperience in
administering educationai programs involving many colleges and
universitics for the Atomic Energy Commission. ORAU was
considering the possibility of utilizing this experience in areas other
than nuclear science. The Tennessee Valley Authority, which had
helped with the first local internships, expressed an interest in
expanding that ideca. ORAU agreed to develop a program and to seek
support from other agencies for additional internships. Drawing on
experience in administering similar programs for science students and
utilizing Oak Ridge administrative and  program development
procedures, thirty-nine interns were placed in 1966.

To further expand and develop these ideas, the program was
moved to the Southern Regional Education Board (SREB). This
move in 1967 officially expanded the program to the fifteen
participating SREB states and began the concentrated effort to
stimulate college student involvement off campus.

The expansion of these internships in resource developme:t and
their movement to SREB grew out of a concern for relating higher
education to programs of social and cconomic change, and was bascd
on a tested sample of the potential service of students as well as a
growing public acceptance of the pleas of students for more relevant
educational experiences.
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Internship Objectives

Since the formalization of #itis program, its objectives have
remained consistent, though sosme f the elements have been refined
through experience. There are several dimensions to the program
which appear to be somewhat distinct, though they are related
through these underlying objectives. The continuing objectives of the
program are

1. to give immediate manpower assistance. through the work of
students, to agencies concerned with cconomic and social
development:

2. to provide constructive service opportunitics for students
secking to participate in the solution of social and econcmic
problems: .

3. to encourage young neople to consider carcers and citizen
leadership in pregrams of development and provide a pool of
trained personnel for recruitment in public service;

4, to allow students, agency personnel. and faculty to engage in
a shared learning experience from which all can benetit;

5. to provide additional avenucs of communication between
institutions  of higher Icarning and programs of social and
cconomic development by making the resources of  the
universities and colleges more accessible to the community and
providing a means for relating curriculum, teaching, and research
to contemporary societal needs.

The internship design has remained consistent since its inception
while continually being reviewed and evaluated. The dynamic
relationship between the manpower and educational goals gives
vitality to the experiences of all involved. The terim service-learning
has been wlosied ¢ best describing this combination of the
performance of x sefal service for society and the disciplined
interpretation ¢i that ¢y rwrience for an increase in knowledge and in
undurstanding one’s seld. The coupling of action and reflection has
implications for bot}. ed:.ation and vocation and also is secn as more
tl 1 a useful techniguze Yor performing a task or for educational
enrichment. It teads to pructice in the development of a lifestyle.
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community as a means of development and fulfillment as a human
being. It recognizes the need for honest and rational interpretation of
these experiences as a disciplined means of increasing understanding
of human needs. These two concepts coupled - one unit suggest the
possibility of a lifestyle of sensitivity., maturity. commitment. and
creativity. Service-motivated action for meeting society’s needs,
cither as a career or through citizen action, is encouraged and
deliberate, self-dirceted learning as an unending process is promoted.

Service-learning has proven to have much to commend it to
public and scrvice agencies and to educational institutions. The
contributions of students as extra manpower and the learning
dimension of practical expericnce are obvious and are not unique to
this internship program. The linking of service and learning. however.,
as provided in the SREB internship pattern provides experiences not
usually found cither in student jobs or in the traditional academic
field experience programs.

Internship Pattern

The SREB internship structure varics somewhat with the type of
student, the choice of topic, the character of the host agency. and
the policies of the participating college or university. However, all
follow a basic pattern which includes common ingredicnts that scem
to maximize the potential for both effective service and effective
learning.

Each intern is assigned to an organization carrying out programs
rcelated to social or cconomic development which can effectively
utilize the student’s ability and contribute to his learning.

Each internship begins with the definition of a project by the
host organization, with assistance from program staff and university
representatives. The work to be done in the project must be needed
by the host organization, be of sufficient scope and level to assure
motivation and growth of the student, and be feasible in terms of the
limitations of time and the student’s experience.

Universities and colleges usually participate in internship projects
in their own geographical arcas. They provide assistance in defining
purposes, scope, and methods to be used in completing the chosen
project as well as determining educational values. Interns are
recruited through participating colleges and begin immediately to
share in planning the speeific projeet work and schedule. Faculty
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counsclors for cach from the
institutions.

Euacli intern has a project committee including a host agency
ofticial, a faculty counsclor, and often a technical representative. The
agency official gives the intern guidance, assists him in gaining access
to community resources, relates the project to the overall program of
the organization, and aids the intern in obtaining any neceded
services. The university counselor is available to advise on procedures
and methods and assists the intern to sct and meet standards in
carrying out the project and preparing a report. The counselor also
assists the intern to review and interpret his experience foreduca-
tional and personal development. The technical representative is
someone who assists with projects in specialized arcas. He assists the
intern in identifying technical resources and in properly dealing with
technical matters in his report,

Interns are charged with performing a specified task and are given
the time, financial support, organizational status. and personnel
resources to accomplish the project objectives. They are primarily_
responsible  for determinining their own schedules and  setting
directions. They can call on committee members to assist rathier than
supervise them. This independence and self-direction is an iniportant
feature of the program in stimulating student response, growth, and
achicvement.

Seminars held for all students are designed to stress the
interrelationships among various activities and problems in de-
velopment. These gatherings allow interns to share experiences and
gain a broader perspective on public issues in social change.

A final report is required of each intern, causing im to organize
and articulate his accomplishments, observations, and recommenda-
tions. It is a report to the host agency and therefore must be useful
as well as meet academic standards, Project reports are normally
reproduced in quantity tor use by the host organization.

Interns have ccmpleted projects in such diverse arcas as industrial
development, tourism, recreation, conservation, reclamation, forest
management, watershed  development, manpower development,
health, education, tiaining, social services, and municip. 1l management,

internship come participating

Program Expansion

From its informai beginnings with four interns in 1964 through

6

the summer of 1968, the
administered internships for 35
grown and agency response v
point that many were willing
support interns.

SREB devcided m 1969 tha
Southern region should be th
enfarge the administrative capd
important. to extend and
conecepts. Since 1969, SRE
couraging and assisting the csta
results have been dramatic ir
institutions, and agencies invo
wide programs and several ot!
planning. Affiliated state-level
for more students to partic
internships with agencies and h
association. This closer relatio
from colleges, often including
institutional expense.

Finai

Financial support for the:
non-cducational agencies. Un
costs were paid by grants o
SREB. These iunds provided
participants as well as the g
intern receives a stipend for |
paid by the program, though
part ot their regular institutio
travel—if required by the prd
report reproduction.

Support hias been provided
the Economic Development
Economic Opportunity, Co
Applachian Regional Commisy
the Department of Labor. The
however, has been the sustaini
to attract funds from cduc:




or cach internship come from the participating

rn has a project committee including a host agency
1ty counselor, and often a technical representative. The
I gives the intern guidance, assists him in gaining access
' resources, relates the ;roject to the overall program of
bion, and aids the intern in obtaining any needed
university counselor is available to advise on procedures
and gssists the intern to sct and meet standards in
he project and preparing a report. The counselor also
ern to review and interpret his experience for educa-
kersonal development. The technical representative is
assists with projects in specialized arcas. He assists the
tifying technical resources and in properly dealing with
ers in his report.

* charged with performing a specified task and are given
ancial support, organizational status, and personnel
iccomplish the project objectives. They are primarily
>r determinining their own schedules and  setting
Cy can call on committee members to assist rather than
1. This independence and self-direction is an important
program in stimulating student response, growth, and

held  for all students are designed to stress the
ips among various activities and problems in de-
1cse gatherings allow interns to share experiences and
perspective on public issues in social change.

Yort is required of cach intern, causing him to organize
his accomplishments, observations, and recommenda-
cport to the host agency and therefore must be useful
et academic standards. Project reports are normally
qQuantity for use by the host organization.

ve completed projects in such diverse areas as industrial
tourism, recreation, conservation, reclamation, forest
watershed  development, manpower development,
on, training, social services, and municipal management.

Program Expansion

llfﬂrnﬁn' beginnings with four interns in 1964 through

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

the summer of 1968, the intern project had developed and
administered internships for 356 students. Interest from students had
grown and agency response wias extremely favorable even to the
point that many were willing to use their own operating funds to
support interns.

SREB decided in 1969 that program decentralization across the
Southern region should be the next emphasis. This move served to
enlarge the administrative capacity of the program and. what is more
important, to extend and further develop the service-learning
concepts. Since 1969, SREB's effort has been devoted to en-
couraging and assisting the establishment of state-level programs. The
results have been dramatic in terms of the number of students.
institutions, and agencies involved. Five states have operated state-
wide programs and several others are in various stages of program
planning. Affiliated state-level programs have provided opportunities
for more students to participate and for the development of
internships with agencies and higher educational institutions in closer
association. This closer relationship has brought more commitment
from colleges, often including the assignment of staff and faculty at
institutional expense.

Financial Suppoit -

Financial support for these interrships has come largely from
non-educational agencies. Until decentrslization cfforts began, all
costs were paid by grants or contracts from federal agencies to
SREB. These funds provided for the payment of all but agency
participants as well as the general operating costs. Each student
intern receives a stipend for his work and faculty counsclors were

‘paid by the program, though currently many faculty participate as

part of their regular institutional load. Other costs include stedent
travel—if required by the project and to attend the seminar—and
report reproduction.

Support has been provided through the years at varying levels by
the Economic Development Administration (EDA), Office of
Economic Opportunity, Coastal Plains Regional Commission,
Applachian Regional Commission, Tennessee Valley Authority, and
the Department of Labor. The Office of Economic Research of EDA,
however, has been the sustaining agency; even in the face of inability
to attract funds from educational agencies or foundations, this



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

agency has provided financial and philosophical support for the
refinement of the service-learning concept and is responsible for the
program’s survival. Parenthetically, it should be noted that officiais
of this EDA office initiated efforts in 1969 to establish similar
regional programs across the country in agencies comparable to
SREB. These programs began by using the procedures and principles
cstablished in the SREB program, though each has now developed its
own distinct characteristics.

Beginning with the 1969 efforts to decentralize program opera-
tions, principles of cost-sharing were also developed. Many agencies
accepting students agreed to pay portions of the interns’ stipends,
sometimes the travel costs, and often the full cost of report reproduc-
tion. Somc colleges have provided faculty counselors at no cost or on
released time with expenses for travel paid by the program. Funds
available under federal grants were supplemented through cost-sharing
and program decentralization to the extent that there were 500 in-
terns in 1969 as compared with 150 in the summer of 1968 with
roughly the same amount of financial support from federal agencies.

Since that time, while operating with even fewer funds available
through grants to SREB. the number of students involved has
continued to cxpand with the addition of new sources of funds in
cach of the affiliated programs und through new arrangements for
sharing the costs involvad.

Successes and Challenges

The success of these service-learning internships has been judged
largely on the basis of enthusiastic response to the idea and
testimony of stccesstul experiences. The demand from students for
opportunitics to participate has outstripped the ahility ol any
program administrator to supply positions. Agencies that once host
interns under this plan are anxious to have more. even when required
to invest additional program funds. Some colleges have officially
established service-learning internships as part of  their academic
offerings. Once such college is Mars Hill in North Carolina. which has
completely revised its curriculum and  reflects  carlier extensive
participation in this program. Lxamples of such dramatic response
are scarce however.

Several pilot studies have provided cvidence that basic beliefy
about the program are sound. A sample survey of agencies which had
participated in the program showed that participants felt the interns
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had muade definite contributions to the agencies and provided
positive service to the communities. In efforts to evaluate the
learning dimensions. interns have indicated an increase in under-
standing community problems. public needs. and the realities that
affect solutions to these problems and needs. Through cross-cultural
experiences students say they learned a great deal about people very
different from themselves and ways they might or might not work
with these fellow members of socicty. Students and faculty
counsclors both indicate that generally interns gain new skills in
identifying specific. practical problems and independently  de-
termining ways to deal with them.

As a strategy for affecting change in the undergraduate cur-
riculum, service-learning in the South has still to provide the
academic community with sufficient evidence that these concepts
deserve special consideration. Like most suggested innovaticons, and
particularly those in the area of experiential education, evaluating
the learning dimensions is the most complex task. Some preliminary
work has been done through the North Carolina Intcrnship Office
and may provide a design for further study of these concepts.

A very important aspect of this . ulti-dimensional program is the
opportunity for new institutional-community relationships. With the
student as the focus, the faculty member and agency personnel serve
in a relationship that scems unique in this community-based
cducational approach. Working together as partners with the student
lelps them to develop new insights into the contributions that cach
can make to the other’s work. Fuculty often realize potential
contributions to the curriculum while agencies may identify a new
source of technical assistance. More systematic investigation of this
aspect of the program is also needed.

The full potential of service-learning seems yet to be realized by
most colleges and universities which have been involved. It scems
inevitable that off-campus, experiential educational activities will
continue to grow. Whether an institution chooses to adopt this
service-learning approach or some other, the concepts developed and
tested in this action program offer additional alternatives to the
traditional programs of field work, practicuin, coop, or work-study.
The service-learning model offers another type of off-campus pro-
gram that scems specifically suited for consideration by the public,
non-cxperimental college or university interested in expanding its
program to include opportunities for undergraduates to learn in
non-traditional scttings.
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Diakonia Paideia and the Resource Development
Internship Programs

Donald J. Eberly

It is useless to try to report the Resource Development Internship
Programs (RDIP) of the Southerr Regional Education Beard (SREB)
in onc dimension, albeit that is the traditional approach taken to
problem-solving. If we want a job done, we hire somcone to do it. If
we want somcone to learn, we teach him and thereby, the
assumption goes, he learns. If we want to promote university-com-
munity relations, we establish a Committee for the Promotion of
Relations between the University and the Community. But that kind
of uni-dimensional approach just won’t work with the internship
program. However, it is rcassuring to note that if we took a series of
snapshots of the program along different axes, we would sec
everyday occurrences. Looking along one dimension, we would sce a
person doing a job; along another, a person learning in the ficld of
law or economics; along another, a person experiencing life in a
poverty area for the first time; along still another dimension. a
person deciding upon a carcer. And so on. The list is a long one.

The beauty and strength of the RDIP is that all these things can
happen to the same person at the same time. for the internship
concept rejects the notion that learning can occur only at school as
firmly as it does the notion that a job is a job and has no business
being examined against the writings of Pluto, or Spinoza, or Frost, or
Keynes, or King.

Yet there seems to be no word or phrase that captures the essence
of this kind of service-lcarning program. On such occasions, it has
been helptul to borrow from ancient Greek, as Norbert Wiener did in
coming up with the word cybernetics, to try to symbolize the
project. In this paper we use digkonia and paideia, two Greek phrases
that carry with them the concepts of teaching and learning through
activity, and ot a style of life geared to contributing to the welfare of
others.

This ewaluation was included in the 968 project report of the Resource Development
Internship Program published in the spring of 1969. (At that time Don Eberly was serving as
Executive Secrctary to the National Service Secretariat.) In 1972 the name of the project
was changed to Student Intern Project.
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Diakonia Paideia and the Resource Development
Internship Programs

Donald J. Eberly

In our special shorthand. then, this paper is a report on the
diakonia piadeia concept as implemented and administered by th
RDIP. [t is buased on the writer's interviews with several of the
interns. counselors, government officials, and admivistrators, hie
attendance at RDIP conferences in 1967 and 1968. iis perusal of
confidential reports of program participants. and his deliberate
exposure to the divkonia paideia concept for the past *wo decades.

Unfortunately, the medium in which this report is r ndered does
not permit a simultancous examination of all aspects »f the concept
and the program. so it will look sceparately at three major
components: manpower for service. the learning asp-ct, and com-
munity-university relationships. Then it will explore areas where all
components meet, namely. program balances and imbalances, fund-
ing, and the future. The report assumes the kind of tamiliarity with
the program that can be obtained by reading the 195 and (967
reports of the RDIP.

Manpower for Service

A fundamental change that is occurring in the American concept
of work was emphasized by the interns in their application forms and
evaluation reports, According to their statements, only 3 percent of
the interns in 1967 and 1968 sought internship appointinents in
order to get a job. The other 97 percent app.ied in order to:
{ D relate academic theory to the real world; (2) contribute to
developmental activities: (3) acquire research experience: (4) work
with people: or (5) help with career choice.

Traditionally, a job is something obtained to enable a person to
make ends mecet. One doesn’t go to his job a minute carly or remain a
minute overtime without remuneration. It is somcthing to be
scorned. One feels a sense of relief on Friday afternoon, and Monday
morning is blue. Economists can control the flow of manpower into
industries and services simply by regulating salaries and wages,
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because cmployees automatically  seck  the
cmoluments.

John Kenneth Galbraith punctured this picture of a job when he
noted, in The Affluent Society, that some middle-class college
graduates would prefer low-pressure jobs in pleasant surroundings to
better-paying jobs that involve high tension and long commuting
time. It has been further punctured by some 25.000 Peace Corps
volunteers—most of them college graduates—who have sometimes
choscn a primitive existence in a strange land at subsistent wages over
more ‘‘attractive” offers at home. And today it is being further
deflated by thousands of ministers who turn down suburban
churches for ghetto parishes, lawyers who choose legal aid help for
the poor over prestige law firms, and business graduates who are
more interested in a firm’s social involvement than its corporate
profits.

Most interns appear to have similar attitudes. They want a job
with meaning, where they can learn and serve and work with people.

The internship concept gives to government officials, privite
employers, and cducators an opportunity to transform the classical
notion of a job into one that has the characteristics described above.
Today’s youth is scarching for meaning and relevance and many have
found that jobs can be structured to include these attributes by
assigning much of the drudgery to automation.

Many business and labor officials are actively concerned with
restructuring jobs so that tiie worker performs more cffectively and
gains satisfaction from learning and serving. But there is little
cvidence to suggest that the spirit which motivates such officials is at
all pervasive, or that it stems from little more than a reaction to
demands and cvents. It should be clear from recent upheavals on
campuses and in major cities that more than reacting is required.
Imagination and initiative is needed in the realm of transforming jobs
into experiences with greater meaning, relevance, and satisfaction for
the worker. The internship program offers an ideal setting for such a
transformation.

Interns are young. They possess the energy, imagination, ideals,
and mobility of youth. Further, they serve only a short time (twelve
wecks in the case of RDIP), which permits a wide array of
experiments with little risk of loss from those which fail. Also,
internships occur at the interface of the generation gap, and at a
point where the academic world and the world of work mect.
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At the same time, the internship program is far from cthercal.
Real work is done, real services performed. It was reported that
rescarch done by a two-man intern team was the basis of a4 $500,000
grant to the agency where the interns were engaged. Another’s
rescarch contributed to passage of a new law in Tennessee which put
controls on loan sharks. We know that interns undergo real training
and carcer development in the ficlds in which they serve. These
results can be secen in the intern’s evaluation reports, in job offers
received from their summer employers; and in changes in cducational
programs such as the shift of a law student’s carcer from corporation
law to poverty law. .

With a tirm foundation in manpower development and accom-
plishment of usetul services, the digkonia paideia concept and the
RDIP’s implementation ot it gives today’s leaders in business.
government. labor. and ceducation a model for the trunsformation of
the classical notion of a job into one that has meaning and relevance.
It also offers a constructive alternative to the confrontations taking
place across the nation by providing the prospect of internship
openings tor all youth who seek them and are willing to participate.

With the changing attitude toward jobs goes greater unpredicta-
bility about jobs. It has recently been reported that ten years ago
half of today’s jobs for college graduates did not exist. We can guess
the future on the basis of extrapolation of current trends. but history
suggests that more important criteria are scientific discoveries and
international events. neither ot which yield to extrapolation. We
cannot be very specific in attempting to define jobs that will have to
be performed in 1980.

Hence it is a disservice to students and to society to regard the
training element of any cducational program as a uni-dimensioaal
assembly-line operation. Rather, there must be several degrees of
freedom within the training process to enable the student to probe
and explore related arcas of interest, and to do so on his own
initiative. RDIP interns seem to possess this freedom to a greater
degree than do their colleagues in other, older intern programs. The
traditional, vocationally oriented intern programs (e.g., medicine,
education, public administratior) were scen by conferees at a recent
RDIP Review Conference as overprogrammed, offering too little
exposure to other fields and giving the intern little chance to free
himself from feeling like a student. There scems to have been very
little mutual exploration between the RDIP organizers and those
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who administer traditional internship programs. 1t would appear that
botlh groups could benetfit from discussions and, perhaps, cooperative
programs.

Similar exploratory discussions should occur with leaders of
student-sponsored community service projéets, which can be found
on most campuses. Typicaily, these are part-time programs, with no
academic credit given, with little academic consideration of what is
observed while serving, and with little feedback to the classroom.
Here again all partics could benefit from a mutual exploration of
interests and activities.

One vital, unanswered question in the manpower field is, how
many jobs exist? This question should have high rescarch priority
because of its implications for the eventual magnitude of internship
programs. One or more small arcas should be selected and approaches
made to all organizations where interns might be placed to determine
how many could be used and in what capacity. Both summer and
academic-year interns should be considered. 1t is strongly suggested
that this survey be linked with a promise of interns for agencies
which want them and are qualified to receive them. Just another
survey would mecan that some administrators would pull numbers out
of a hat or throw the surveyor out of the office in order to get rid of
a uscless intrusion. To be done properly, there must be community
backing, wide publicity, full explanation, a comprehensive survey,
and, of course, interns and funding.

The Learning Dimension

It is well established that what is learned in an educational setting
may bear small resemblance to what is taught. An intern spends very
little time in a classroom but most of the summer, whether he is on
the job, at a counseling session, or in an intern sennar, is spent in a
learning environment, The same is true of the other full-time
participants, members of the SREB staff, and to a lesser extent, of
the part-time participants, the counsclors, supervisors, and con-
sultants. What, then, is learned?

Written reports and comments by all conference participants
emphasize these kinds of learning:

1. The participant lcarns interpersonal skills which contribute to
being an  effective person and discovers his strengths _nd
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weaknesses in sensitive situations. .

2. He learns the consequences of putting to the test his ideas
conceived in a theoretical or vicarious setting.

3. He learns how to icentify a problem and bring appropriate
resources to bear on its solution.

4. He learns what move: peaple and what prevents movement.

5. He learns sometining about the totality of facts and forces
involved in resource development.

6. He learns strategies that can maximize service-learning oppor-
tunities for himself and other:.

7. He learns some of the characteristics of the cooperative and
competitive process and the strengths and weaknesses of the two.
8. He learns that the aciusl accomplishment of something is
incvitably more complex and difficult than is studying, planning,
dreaming.

9. He learns how creative freedom and imaginative guidance can
be combined in enabling a person to accomplish things and
become a constructive foree.

10. He learns of deficiencics o his regular academic work and
feeds back this information to his academic coll2aguces.

11. He learns vital techniques in interviewing people, conducting
research, and writing reports.

12. More prosaically, he gains knowledge of the one or several
disciplines related to his assignment--knowledge that was not in
the textbooks or lectures.

Obviously, there is overlap among the twelve types of learning
described above. Perhaps thev coul:: be fully covered in three
statements. Perhaps thirty statement. are needed to differentiate
sufficiently.

The critical question is, v hat p oduces these learnings? Some
agencey representatives and cournelore participate in as many as seven
different internship progranis, vet ! :y consistently and independ-
ently point to the RDIP program as having much the biggest
“payoff.”

What strikes the observer as the prime ingredient came through
most clearly in the dramatic presentation of a case study at the 1968
RDIP Review Conference. The lonely intern, surrounded by a
supervisor who was pushing .im to complete an application for a
federal grant, a counselor from the university who was trying to pull
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him into producing research data of interest to the counselor. and an
attractive technical representative who was trying to lure him into an
extended visit to her agency, turned to the RDIP official and asked,
“Who am I responsible to?”

“You are responsible to yourself.” came the reply.

In short, an intern is scen by the RDIP staft as an adult and is
treated in that manner. He is expected to give evidence of having
learncd without resorting to a multiple-choice cxercise or the
rephrasing of his counsclor’s pet theories. He is expected to seck
outside aid while sceing that it remains sccondary to his main
project. .

Second, the RDIP insists on maintaining an even balance between
service and learning. This attitude frustrates the impatient official
and professor who think in only one dimension at a time. “What is
the real purpose,” they demand, “‘to learn or to serve?” When the
answer “‘both” comes back, the inquirer is dumbtounded and may
want no more to do with the idea. Receptivity to the concept is
more likely to be found among those who have themselves
experienced service-learning and by those who commonly practice
multi-dimensional thinking.

Third, it is well managed. Interns show up at the appointed time,
stipends arrive on schedule, interns’ reports are published as prom-
ised. This aspect does not require a detailed analysis, but must be
included in a list of attributes because too many good concepts have
foundered in the sludge of technical incompetence and mismanage-
ment.

Fourth, the seminars and reports appear to be valuable learning
instruments. Several interns canie to the seminars with problems they
thought were unique but discovered they were common to most of
the other interns, and cveryone benefited trom the ensuing dis-
cussion. Both seminars and reports produce some tension in interns
because they must assume responsibility for something that will be
publicly assessed. On the whole, the tension does not scem
inordinate; after the internships, some students look upon their
responsibilitics in the seminar or report-writing as the most valuable
part of the internship.

Fifth, off-campus experience appears to be a crucial ingredient of
the internship program. On campus, even in a work situation, the
usual protective torces and pecking orders are at play. Off campus,
the intern encounters the real world with its loncliness, its demands,

its unrcasonableness, its rewards.,

Academic credit tor internships is
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s experience appears to be a crucial ingredient of

its unrcasonavleness, its rewards.

Academic credit for internships is certainly justifiable on the
hasis of the twelve kinds of learning listed above. However. credit is
not essential to the learning process. although it may be helpful in
some cases and perhaps harmful in others. In 1968 about 40 of the
150 interns received credit, although few expected it at the beginning
of their program. Although the promise of academic credit might
stimulate some interns to learn more, it might constrain others from
giving full reign to their ideas in deference to doing what they think
will produce the best grades.

Of cours¢: academic credit, like a dollar bill. has no intrinsic
value. It is simply an arbitrary measuring device which is convenient
to many people and institutions. Learning went on before academic
credit was invented and will continue after it is discarded. But it
exists and must be considered. The way a student regards academic
credit might provide a clue to its proper relationship to the
internship, program. The student who views credit requirements as a
series of undesirable hurdles to be gotten rid of would benefit little
from receiving credit. On the other hand. the student who regards
academic credit as accurately reflecting the importance of a series of
expericnces appropriate to a person of his age and background and
interests will benefit from receiving credit because it will be
consistent with his outlook.

Moreover. academic credit for internships is a means of getting a
program’s foot in the door of the academic establishment. The
program can be listed in the college catalogue and the administration
can decide that counseling five interns is the equivalent of teaching a
class of. say. twenty students. Thus, academic credit for internships
would give the program institutional backing as well as higher esteem
in the eyes of government officials and others who look for evidence
of institutional support as a major index of the merits of a program.
What has to be guarded against in this kind of situation is a
slackening of standards.

Unless more detailed studies reveal that academic credit for
internships leads systematically to a strengthening or weakening of
lcarning, it would probably be wise to continue the practice of
treating each casc on its merits. At the same time. RDIP officials
should remain responsive to requests for help in handling the issuc of
academic credit.

Two factors that onc might assunmic to be crucial are not. One.
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the nature or content of the intern’s assigniment, is not necessarily

important. For example, a chemistry student conducted a survey of

county purchasing procedutes and in so doing produced a useful
document for the agency. He came away feeling that he had learned
a great deal. Two, it’s not nccessarily important whether the agency
where the intern works is efficient or inefficient, whether his
supervisor is strong or weak. Each kind of situation provides & setting
for a lcarning cxperichcee, given the interest of the intern and the
support and guidance of the counselor.

What is important in regard to the preceding paragraph—and this
gets us back to the heart of the concept—is that the total operation
not be thought of as the addition of its parts in which a “good”™
agency is rated +2, a bad supervisor as -3, but instead as a process
that includes a multitude of interrclationships. This holistic per-
spective is held by members of the SREB staff and many others
involved in the internship program. Applicants Jor an intern program
nced not have it, but many acquire it in the course of their
internship, as is evident from their reports.

“The university and public service” has been the subject of a
much publicized, on-and-off dcbate. It is disappointing that the
debates have cmphasized the role of the university in providing
institutional support for presumably beneficial programs, to the
virtual exclusion of the importance of community service by staff,
faculty, and students in the performance of its teaching function.

Whether, how much, and how the university as an institution
should serve the community may be debatable issues. Whether the
university should be a scat of learning is not. The embarrassing
question for cducators is, how do you expect to preparc your
students to become competent in their ficlds, and more important,
to become effective and constructive citizens unless you arrange for
them to expericnce meaningful involvement in the real world and to
reflect upon this involvement in the company of your learned
faculty?

William James tells us that recading and listening can cnable us to
know about something but that we do not know it until we have
experienced it. For example, it has been reported that a full-year
internship for Ethiopian university students tcaching in village
schools added nothing to the students’ awareness of rural poverty
and its associated problems. But what did happen to the average
American intern in similar situations was that he moved from the
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level of awareness to the level of commitment to do something about
rural poverty. In the United States, the problems of today and
tomorrow can be identified throngh awareness, but they cannot be
solved without commitment.

For university leaders who consider knowing something to be a
higher form of learning than merely knowing about something, the
time has come to introduce internships of the RDIP type as an
integral part of the learning process.

The University and the Crmmunity

As with the awarding of academic credit, the fostering of
university-community relationships is almost impossible to institu-
tionalize from the outside. Clearly, the thrust of RDIP interest is to
move beyond the traditional town-gown Kind of relationship
common to academic institutions into patterns of real participation.
At one university, businessmen and others in the community serve as
visiting lecturers and discussants and are listed in the catalogue. Much
more common is the practice of professors’ engaging themselves.
sometimes with pay and sometimes without, in community affairs.
The RDIP is unother bridge between community and university,
another means by which mutual participation can flourish.

At the RDIP Review Conference in the fall of 1968, most of the
discussion on university-conununity relationships centered on strat-
cgies for expanding the RDIP type of internship program. Conferees
were unanimous in urging program cxpansion, but RDIP officials
cautioned that, as presently constituted, its ceiling has almost been
reached in terms of administrative capability.

It was generally agreed that some kind of decentralization was in
order, but where responsibility should rest was a point of major dis-
agreement. The case for university administration was espoused by
those who saw the internships as primarily a learning experience and
who believed that the learning dimension would wither away under
auspices outside the university, Also, it was suggested that university
students be involved in program policy and administration. One
problem, of course, would be the location of the program in the
university. For example, once would envision the type of program
administered by the School of Public Health, and quite another type
by the School of Education.

Persons who argued for state sponsorship scemed to feel that a



state agency wouid maintain a better balance of interests between
doing a job (many of the agencies where interns serve are
state-related) and learning. (Most interns serve in their respective
states so the states have a vested interest in them as human
resources. )

What is so clear is that the SREB program has the confidence of
all parties in the intern program and any new agency, wherever it is
based, will be suspect by one or more parties, perhaps to the extent
that it would ncver be able to get off the ground. Further, any
attempt to create an entirely new ¢ .t of agencies would give rise to
in-fighting that could well defeat the program.

Given the magnitude of good will and breadth of support for the
program, SREB-RDIP will be delinquent in its responsibility to the
South, and to the nation, if it fails to continue to play a central role
in building the internship program. This c:n be done in ways that do
not necessarily mean a greatly expanded administrative role for the
RDIP. For example, the RDIP could establish guidelines for
internships, act as a conduit of funds for programs, and evaluate
programs. This kind of arrangement would permit a variety of
sponsors—a university here, a state agency there—to evolve on the
basis of merit and in the image of the SREB-RIMP.

Another possibility would be tor the RDIP to create or to
contract to a separate agency the bulk of administrative chores which
it presently carries. In this way, the RDIP could maintain its present
small staff, who could concern themselves with keeping on the right
track a greatly expanded internship program.

Balances and Imbalances

To return to the multi-dimensional view of the internship
program, it is obvious that a number of balancing acts must be
carried on simultancously. Among these are:

1. A balance between elements of rigidity, e.g., the writing of
reports on schedule, and eclements of flexibility, e.g., scope for
intern initiative

2. A balance between the intern’s particular assignment and
exposure to new fields and situations

3. A balance between making suitable arrangements for learning
to occur, but not making things so casy that little or no learning

will occur

4. A balance between an intern’s pe
gaining knowledge and wisdom
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will occur

4. A balance between an intern’s performing a useful task and
gaining knowledge and wisdom

5. A balance wheel to maintain a dynamic equilibrium among
the program objectives and among the sometimes competing
forces that come into play (Review Conference participants felt
that SREB-RDIP is just the right kind of balance wheel)

Two important aspects of the internship program seem to be
seriously out of balance: the program is far too small in comparison
with the need for it and it appears to receive its money from sources
out of proportion to the returns. For reasons cited earlier, this kind
of internship is one that should be within reach of every college and
university studeat, all 6 million of them. It should not be restricted
to one region of the country, nor to students who just happen to
hear about it. It is certainly not foreseen that every student will want
to participate in this program, for some are in a position to set up
their own internships and others will prefer alternative uses of time.
But no one should be excluded from this kind of experience simply
for lack of funds, information, job openings, supervision, or
counseling.

To try to analyze costs and benefits is difficult because of several
unknowns, We do not know, for example, what overhead costs to
assign to the participating university or host ag ncy. We do not know
what dollar value to assign a3 the benefits of an internship received
by the federal or state government or by the university.

In spite of these unknowns, certain conclusicns can be drawn
from what we do know, and from assumptions that seem reasonable.
Not every case yields a savings comparable to the two-man team
which, at a total cost of $5,000, completed an analysis and report
which the host agency had been prepared to contract out at a cost of
$51,000. Eut reports from supervisors and others give clear evidence
that the overwhelming majority of interns make a contribution to
the host agency at least equivalent to the stipend they receive as
interns. Only in a minority of internships does the host agency even
make a contribution to the stipend. The first conclusion, then, is that
full payment of the intern’s stipend by the host agency is
cconomically justifiable.

We also know that the internship process generates a significant
amount of learning by the intern. This outcome is seen in the
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awarding of academic credit to interns, and in reports of the interns
and their advisors. While impossible to quantify cxactly, it would
seem to be fairly comparable to what is learned in half & normal
semester.

Judging by tuition charges at institutions recciving the lowest
amounts of public subsidies, the cost to the student of a half-term’s
learning is at least $500. Hence, the second conclusion is that the
amount of relevant learning derived from the internship process
justifies full payment of the university counselor’s fee ($300) by the
university. (Also, the university overhead appears to be at least offset
by the learning gained by the professor and benefits gained by the
institution, us a consequence of participation in the internship
program,)

Benefits to the several governments—federal, state, and local—are
more gencral, The ecxpectation is that interns will select careers
consistent with the needs of society, that they will be better citizens
and more productive members of the economy. Whether or not these
expectations materialize will not be known for twenty or more ycars.
At this stage, it can be reported that the internship process is having
the kind of effect on interns that they are moving themselves in these
directions. Here again, quantification is impossible, but in com-
parison with the magnitude of public support for classroom
cducation, and considering the assumptions upon which it is based,
financial support for experiential education of the RDIP varicty
certainly appears to be a better investment than support for
classroom education. The objective should be to achieve a proper
balance between classroom and experiential education which, in
financial terms, will be reached when the rates of return on
investment become equal.

In addition to the federal agencies supporting the RDIP,
experimentation with the digkonia paideia concept can be found in
such programs as the Peace Corps, Coliege Work-Study Program,
Neighborhood Youth Corps. Job Corps, VISTA, and Teacher Corps.
This experimentation should continue, and chunges should be made
where needed.

From where this observer stands, the RDIP offers a unique
experiment in the Ziakonia paideia concept and, as may be inferred
from foregoing ubservations, more advanced than other experiments
in several impcrtant respects. Hence, wh le a realighment of financial

" support is app-opriate, continued support from governiment agencies
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is warranted during this experimental period.
As the interrship program becomes institutionalized, it should
endceavor to alter its support pattern in three ways, as follows:

1. The university <hould cover the cost of fees for the counselors
and should assume a greater role in the recruitment of interns,
development of projects, seminars, and report writing.

2. The liost agency should pay a share of the intern’s stipend
that reflects the real worth of the intern to the agency, but not
so much as to make the agency feel it can exert an employer’s
control over the intern. Thus, the agency’s contribution should
always be less than the salary or wage a regular employce would
rechive for doing the intern’s job. Using these criteria, a typical
agerey could be expected to contribute from SO percent to 75
percent of the intern’s allowance.

3. Government, at all three levels, should provide general
purpose support of sufficicnt magnitude to enable researchers to
determine the appropriate balance between classroom education
and experiential education for college and university students.

In addition to altering the support pattern, SREB should look for
savings. Consider the team concept. A team of four interns could
have one basic task, one university counsclor, and onc technical
advisor, and write a single report, thereby reducing the number of
consultants by 75 percent.

Another saving in scale should result from more concentrated
recruitment and placement efforts. The administrative backstopping
for 100 interns from one campus or at onc agency should be only a
fraction of the present administrative costs for one intern multiplica
by 100.

One important funding feature to retain is use of SREB as a
conduit of tunds. Both the governme:at agenzies and the universitics
much prefer dealing with one place having fiscal responsibility than
several. Of course, SREB doces not want to become a large operating
agency, but there is really little problem here because the SREB-
RDIP could allocate funds just as foundations do. Project sub-
missions could be made to the SREB-RDIP for approval, payment,
and cvaluation. Much of the legwork now done by the RDIP staff
could be assumed by the institutions submitting the projects.



The ruture

The inevitability of change is truer today than ever, for changes
occur more quickly than before. Yet the PP is in danger of
stagnation. As presently constituted and sponsored, the numeric
ceiling has been reached and, because of general program excellence,
qualitative changes can be expected to lead to incremental improve-
ment only. ’

Given this rather constraining situation, what should be the
future course of the RDIP? In reviewing the observations and
suggestions contained in this paper, the following activities should be
carefully considered:

I. Experiment with larger-scale programs. This academic year,
pursue aggressively the possibilities for larger programs in North
Carolina, Georgia. and Atlanta. Next year, concentrate on one or
two campuses, guarantee internships to all who genuinely seek
them, discover what percentage of students come forward. At the
same time, saturate a community or region to determine the
number of internships available among a given population.
Include semester-long and academic-year internships.

2. Encourage campuses to share the counselor’s allowance and
agencies the intern’s allowance.

3. Encourage universities, agencies, and consortia to sponsor
internship projects on their own, but tied in with the RDIP for
standards, consultations, and, where appropriate, funds.

4. Spread the word. Proceed with the conference being planned
‘for 1969. Invite a few representatives from outside the domain of
SREB. Make it a setting for the strongest kind of endorsement
possible for the RDIP program and discuss future plans.
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Service-Learning: An Educational Style

Robert L. Sigrmon

Most of us would acknowledge that a significant portion of today’s
students are alienated. The signs of this alienation arc many:
extensive drug use, long hair, and the development of communes and
other intensive communities. Just as critical, although not as cvident,
is an increasing uneasiness about the possibilities for one’s future
emotional and intellectual growth. This uneasiness is cvident, for
instance, in the general reluctance of students to enter public life.

Several factors have been consistently advanced as causes of this
alienation. Onc historian, Richard Hofstadter, has suggested that a
determining factor is the lack of a sense of vocation ainong youth in
American socicty (see Newsweek, July 6, 1970). This lack can be
attributed partially to a technological culture in which the products
of one’s work are increasingly less visible. Related to Hofstadter’s
analysis is another which attributes alienation to the fact that youth
are denied responsibility and that their entry into meaningful public
roles is prevented for too loug a period. An increasing number of
students, however, view the life and values of American socicty as
not so meaningful and even bankrupt; they view entry into rublic
life as an unwise investment of energv and commitment.

Experiential Learning

One means of getting at the source of this alienation is to
examine in greater detail the criticism of the manner in which we
educate ourselves. Our current educational’ approaches possess at
least three basic deficiencies. The first deficiency is a result of our
seeming inability to recognize that learning is a constant in the life of
every individual and that experience itself can be the subject-matter
of education. The pattern of formal education implies that one’s

These remarks were presented on July 16, 1970, ‘o a group of interns, public agency
representatives, and faculty counselors at the University of North Carolina at Charlotte. The
text was later published by the North Carolina ternship Office. Dr. Sigmon serves as
Dircctor of that office.
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Service-Learning: An Educational Style

Robert L. Sigmon

competence to enter public life is certified in the receipt of a degree.
We recognize that a man has been adequately trained by simply
having acquired some technical skill or that he has been made more
human by having been exposed to the cultural and intellectual
traditions of Western civilization. Both modecs, and especially the
latter (which is considered the more liberal and humane), assume the .
necessity of communicating some body of knowledge which is then
appropriated by the individual and utilized to mect the demands of
his own experience. I believe that this assumption is fallacious since
it is similar to maintaining that human life proceeds deductively, that
is, that human action is always a result of the application of some
principle. In my theological seminary days | began to sense from
current movements in philosophy and psychology that all philo-
sophical inquiry and thought begins with human experience. In many
instances, formal educational practices have failed to recognize that
life proceeds inductively. As.a result, we have failed to learn from the
generators of the culture which cducational institutions are re-
sponsible for transmitting. For instance, the content of Kuant’s
thought and argument is taught without the realization that his
philosophy was derived inductively from his attempts to make sense
of his experience. If we truly want our educational processes to
develop humane and competent people, @ more sensible way to
proceced would be to enable students to learn to examine their own
experiences as creatively and as critically as possible. Besides
procceding from a false assumption, formal education, in fact
provides little opportunity to learn how to learn or how to solve
problems other than those that are hypothetical. Only a small
percentage of university and college education involves questions of
lifestyles and process understanding or cxamines how institutions
influence behavior. Most of the current emphasis in education is on
factual information, content delivery, and the preparation of specific
skills. Research tells us that within five years this kind of education is
cither forgotten or outdated. This loss to socicety and the individual is



a result of the failure to recognize that learning is a constant factor
or human cxperience from birth to death. Educational relevance
occurs when individuals begin to deal competently and compassion-
ately with their experience of the world.

Cross-Cultural Settings

A sccond deficiency of formal education is its lack of emphasis
on cross-cultural experience. The exposure to other cultures and
lifestyles through the mass medie is indeed high, yet, our understand-
ing of other behavior patterns and cultures is low. This irony is duc
largely to the fact that the exposure to other cultures is passive. |
maintain that only by living in cross-cultural contexts and by
experiencing other behavioral patterns and modes of thought does an
individual become aware of cultural distinctions and of the values
that arc uniquely his own. In many instances, formal education has
failed to recognize the educational validity of cross-cuitural experi-
ence. However, if onc’s goal becomes learning how to learn, then
such experience is not only valid but essential. Whether in an Indian
ashram, a black community in Charlotte or castern North Carolina,
in the management arm of a large business, or in a mental health
facility, the inunediate and direct confrontation of other ways of
viewing rcality would produce the individual’s appreciation of shared
values "as well as of genuine differences. Properly engaged in.
cross-cultural experience ¢nhances an individial’s ability to proceed
inductively and to conceptualize on the basis ot his experience of the
world. In a study of Peace Corp training (Journal of Applied
Behavioral Science, Vol. 3, No. 4), Roger Harrison notes that training
programs employing the instructional methods of formal education
left trainees ill-prepared to adjust quickly to life in other cultures and
to conceptualize on the basis of their experiences. A recurring
phenomenon among Peace Corp returnces was also their inability to
do more than simply exchange “war stories.” Harrison attributes this
inability to the fact that most of their education had not been spent
dealing intellectually with their concrete experience.

The study also suggested that this inability was due to more than
simply a lack of previous cross-cultural expericnce or an emphasis
within formal education on modes of learning other than experi-
ential. The major deficiency which Harrison noted was that few
Pcace Corp trainees had been prepared by their formal education to
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cope with the high degree of autonomy demanded by life and prob-
lem-solving in Peace Corp environments.

Student Initiative and Autonomy

This lack of emrhasis on developing autonomy and on fostering
student initiative is a third deficiency of tormal education. Students
in our socicty have been taught with authoritarian supports for such
a significant portion of their lives that they find the going
exceedingly difficult when they are forced to teach themselves. In
formal education, as it is currently structured, students arc told what
to do and how to do it as well as what is important and what is
unimportant. One very dangerous result of this directive approach is
that the educational system will produce people who are willing (o
have things decided for them. in spite of what could be said in its
favor, the present system of education is not committed to creating
confident penple whose learning ‘s self-generated.

Service-Learning in North Carolina

These criticisms of formal education as it is currently conducted
reflect what is behind the learning side of service-learning internships.
I have argued that an emphasis on experiential learning, cross-cultural
settings, and student initiative and autonomy is necessary. But I feel
very deeply that this kind of eduration is also the most exciling and
rewarding primarily because its wssumptions about the nature of
learning and being human involve service as a natural consequence.
Most universitics are not in the business of granting academic credit
to students working to solve immediate and indigenous community
problems. Within forinal education, a premium is placed on
dispassionate analysis, which most often results in unrecalistic and
abstract concerns. I am sure. however, that students’ concerns are
never as humane and realistic as they are when these concerns grow
out of dircect contact with people who have problems. Service-
learning internships have as t! ~ir intent the development of open,
flexible, comipetent, learning, and caring individuals. Although
criticisms of non-experiential modes of education entail an emphasis
on the self, this emphasis is balanced within the concept of
service-learning internships by the nccessity for service and by the
recognition that it is only in ‘“giving a damn” about one’s brother
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that one’s own experience, however well-conceptualized, can begin
to have mcaning,

These thoughts about a new way to approach education and
public service provide a conceptual framework for the North
Carolina Internship Office (NCIO). The Department of Administra-
tion and the Board of Higher Education of North Carolina state
government are cooperating in providing basic support for the NCIO.
The basic assumptions and objectives of this office are:

1. College students are a significant source of manpower for
meeting public needs in North Carolina, and we seek to provide
student manpower for public service.

2. The world of public agencies and needs beyond the classroom
is a learning environment that is grossly underutilized, and we
seck to foster this understanding.

3. We also seek to facilitate the development of institutional
relationships and linkages which might enhance these primary
objectives.

With a limited student staff, the NCIO is attempting to stimulate and
foster programs that will provide service-lcarning opportu:iities for
students at the state and local government levels. As a result of our
objectives, we are also conducting research about the nature of the
internship experience and examining the program goals and designs
of at least twenty different programs that are operational in the state
this summer. We are also attempting to provide some long-range
planning which might better enable the state to utilize student
internship participation in state problems and to understand the
service-learning concept.

At least ten internship programs throughout the state have
emerged out of the service-learning concerns which [ have been
discussing with you, and another ten programs are actively utilizing
student manpower this summer. Five hundred students along with
2,000 students under the Plan Assuring College Education (PACE)
program constitute a fine beginning by state government in providing
opportunities for young people to become involved in public issues
in the state. You at Charlotte are part of this cffort.

We have been delighted that this university and the p:.blic
agencies of this area have begun to respond so favorably ard so
capably to the kind of service-learning activity that we in the NCIO
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are committed to supporting and encouraging. Your activities have g
ring of authenticity in that they have been locally determined and
are locally administered and you have local students dealing with
local problems, This design from an administrative point ot view
appears to be a commendable model and many others are beginning
to hear about your enterprise and express interest in it.

From an ecducational point of view, those of you who are
participants in the internship processes, either as student interns,
faculty counselors, or agency colleagues, have an immensely exciting
opportunity. For it you accept the argument presented tonight, you
have to all three see yourselves as learners. And you are involved in
this opportunity because ol your own decisions and because there
was something useful to do.

Role of Agency Colleague

For those of you who are agency colleagues (about the public
business) and have a student or two interning with you, a fantastic
cducational responsibility rests upon your shoulders. You have
defined a task within an overall mission that you and the intern
believe can be accomplished in a ten- to twelve-week period. You
are. as a result, providing the experiential context for the service and
learniny of 4 student. In most cases, the student will not have been
exposed to the cultural styles of public agencies and is therefore in a
cross-cultural setting just by being in your agency. It is my hope that
both you, the agency colleague, and the students recognize the
immediate worth or usefulness of the task being pursued and are
cqually aware of the possibilities for significant learning. To be so
aware demands some time and  sensitivity. In order to find
administrative ways for atllowing the student to be as autonomous as
possible, we rccommend and have found effective the method of
appointing students in service-learning internships as independent
agents through independent contractual arrangement. That is, nego-
tiate a contract with the student to perform a certain portion or
work and state some educational objectives within the constraints of
a time period and a given public environment, It is my conviction
that by arranging this relationship, the task (the product) you want
completed will be better accomplished and more helpful to the
pursuit of your own objectives.

If the task is rccognized by you as being important, if the



cross-cultural aspects of the office routine or nature of the
assignment arc entailed, and if the intern is scen as having
indcpendent status, the host agency has in essence become the
environment for the student to begin to find his way toward a
service-learning lifestyle, realizing, it is hoped, the values inherent in
the service-learning concept I have discussed. He has exercised a
public responsibility in response to a specific need and has begun to
sce that he must be a caring, learning human being.

Role of Faculty Counselor

The faculty counselor functions as an interpreter for the student,
for the agency collcague, for himself, and for his academic
colleagues. With the student he has an indispensable function in
assisting witlt the definition of a carefully conceived task assignment.
Too low or too high an expectation can be harmful. He can be
available to the intern for the personal kinds of concerns that will
arise. He can assist the intern in understanding the kinds of experiences
heis encountering and the nature of cultural confrontation and he can
support the student in his quest for self-directed, autonomous learn-
ing during the internship. With the agency representative, he can be
available to represent the energics and talents of academia for dealing
with public issues. He likewise can be supportive of the learning en-
vironment that public tife presents. Too often the university-com-
munity dialogue never becomes dialogue, since the university provides
its services {Ttom its storehouses of wisdom and rarely recognizes the
educational uscs of the world beyond the classroom.

Faculty members, 1 believe, hold the key to educational reform
because they gencrally hold the key to ceffective educational power.
It is my growing conviction that if faculty members do not become
more involved in experientia: learning opportunities, their credibility
will begin to deteriorate rapidly.

The Student

Even though 1 think being a local agency collcaguc and being a
professor in thesec scrvice-learning internships can be a highly
intriguing and demanding enterprise, the real excitement for me is in
what happens to a student who gets a taste of confronting an issue
and seeing something happen as a result of his effort; who begins to
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begins to see the vastness and expansiveness and heterogeneity of
human experience; who begins to take charge of his own life, his own
cducational agenda, and realizes that he can cause things to happen
rather than have them happen to him. This is excitement and one of
the payoffs of the service-learning internship style.

Some Criteria for Evaluation

Each participant in the service-learning process—agency col-
league, faculty member. and student—-have iimmense opportunities if
they can “put it all together.” In this regard, I would like to suggest
some questions which might be useful in measuring the success of the
internship process:

First, are the students dealing with indigenous community needs?
In other words, is the student’s problem or task humanly important?

Sccond, are we meeting those necds in interinstitutional ways?
That is, are university officials, agency officials, and other public
bodics cooperating through the internship process?

Third, are we raising the level of dialogue about the quality of
life within the university, the community, and the agency? Arc the
questions “What is worth doing?™ and “What is worth knowing?”’
being pursued with any vigor at all?

Fourth, are students beginning to deal with their own experience
as interns and to develop an awareness of the lifestyle possibilities of
expericntial lcarning?

It is the hypothesis of the NCIO that through the student
internship route which stresses the service-learning concept and
internship design, these criteria can be met with varying degrees of
intensity and success. Service-learning for students can be the logical
place to begin realizing a vision about the ways we can learn to
survive with style in the following decades.

-

Risking Tragedy

Corita Kent and Joseph Pintauro, in their little book To Belicve
in Man, say “*“We must become new men or be satisfied as we are . . .
cither way we risk tragedy.” I believe that through mutual participa-
tion in student service-learning internships, we are on the frontier of
becoming new men, for we are risking tragedy by trying to care, by
being open, by attempting to become competent, by scarching for
ways to learn, and by aceepting public obligation.
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Seciion I

Expansion ¢i Service-Learning:
The Development of State Programs




North Carolina Internship Office

Robert L. Sigmon and David N. Edwards, Jr.

Recent educational conferences in Sarasota, Florida, and Cleveland.
Ohio, indicate not only that community-based experiential learning
has grown dramatically in recent years as a curricular feature of
higher education but also that this empirical learning style is to be a
major trend in the immediate academic future of the nature.

Obviously such a vigorous movement must have been generated
by strong and pervasive forces. In the views of the staft at the North
Cirolina Internship Office (NCIO) there were three: (1) the begin-
nings of action taken on the old recognitions that experience is itself
cducational and that learning continues throughout life; (2) attempts
to introduce cross-subcultural and service-oriented experiences into
curricula: and (3) recent emphasis upon the development of student
autonomy and initiative.

The response of the state of North Carolina through NCIO, for
three full yeurs now, has been espousal of service-learning. This
particular form of experiential learning is a distillation of consider-
able thought about three questions: what is worth knowing; what is
worth doing; and how community-based learning can be maximized.
To provide a sound learning context, service-learning requires of any
internship that: (1) there be a task wlhiose meaning is clear to the
students; (2) the scudent receive in his placement careful support
from his educational institution; and (3) reciprocal learning among
the student and his work directors be assumed.

In the three-year history of NCIO the interplay of the three
educational forces, the three preliminary questions, and the three
ingredicents ot a successtul internship has led to the completion of ten
substantial studics by NCIO and two major articles in national
publications (Appalachia magazine and NSVP News of ACTION).

Obviously, however, these products of cerebral activity could not

Robert L. Sigmoun is the Director and David N. Edwards, Jr., is the Assistant Director of the
North Carcling Internship Office. This history of servicedlearning programs in North
Carolina first appeared in “Higher Education in North Carolina ' (June 14, 1972) published
v the North Carolina Board of Higher Education.
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F
r North Carolina Internship Office

Robert L. Sigmon and David N. Edwards, Jr.

alone huve convinced the governor, the General Assembly, the
Departnient of Administration, and the North Carolina State Board
of Higher Education (BHE) to support service-learning as they have
done. What dramatized not only the validity but also the utility of
service-learning was the realization that most of the vast creative
energies and talents of our 148,000 college students were not being
directed to state program development, management, and advocacy.
What better way to enlist student power than through service-learn-
ing? Thus, in March 1969 the Southern Regional Education Board
(SREB) uand the North Carolina Department of Administration
agreed to establish a state internship office. A director was employed
in April of that year, and SREB provided direct assistance through a
student intern associate and staff consuitation. The Department of
Administration gave financial and administrative support to sustain
the organizational responsibility vested in the Board of Higher
Education. Before 1969 only two major programs for student
involvement with public issues existed in North Carolina.

The next thirty-six months saw NCIO manage or help initiate
programs involving over one thousand service-learning internships
and assist in the development of twelve internship programs across
the state. These programs have been supported by the raising of over
$500,000 and by the cooperation of 150 public agencies.

Partly by way of contribution and partly in response to this
burgeoning activity several events helped mold the present configura-
tion of NCIO. In September 1970 Governor Robert Scott told the
Southern Governor’s Conference:

I want very much for us to provide leadership in developing
constructive opportunities for college students and faculty to
contribute more directly to programs of economic and govern-
mental improvement in the South. ... I would like to sce the
establishment of a network of programs so that we can extend
the opportunities for service-learning to a much greater number
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of students and make more effective use of the energy and
talents of these young people in helping their region achicve a
higher quality of life. This is one approach to making our
collegiate curricula more meaningful to students. It is also a
promising way to attract more able students into public service
careers.

During the 1971-72 session the General Assembly went on record
supporting the ideals and programs underpinning service-learning. On
July 1, 1971, through a “B” Budget appropriation from the General
Assembly, the Board of Higher Education assumed fiscal responsi-
bility for NCIO and has recently made the office an integral part of
the new Center for the Continuing Renewal of Higher Education. On
August 20, 1971, the Board of Higher Education passed a resolution
expressing its support of NCIO and service-learning, recommending
higher education’s use of these two learning resources and suggesting
expansion of the service-learning option to all students, with
academic credit where warranted. On October 15, 1971, as a signal
of the success and growing future of state-supported service-learning,
an assistant director was added to the full-time staff of NCIO. This
brought the composition of personnel to a director, an assistant
director, an administrative secretary, and ad hoc student intern
assistance.

The programs and activities generated by this staft have resulted
from the coordinated focus of three aims: (1) to increase university
and college student involvement with public needs and opportunities;
(2) to increase the utilization of off-campus North Carolina as a
learning environment; and (3) to provide options for students to be
exposed to and to develop a service-learning lifestyle.

NCIO, partially by design and partially because of the availability
of federal funds, embarked on a strategy from the fall of 1969 to the
present that included: (1) development of regional service-learning
programs in Appalachian North Carolina; (2) assistance with urban-
university-model programs in Charlotte and Winston-Salem; (3) liai-
son with existing and newly created student internship programs and
their managers; (4) development of issue-focused internship programs
in planning, health, law, and the ~nvironment; and (5) sustained
planning, advocacy. and cvaluative re .ew.

Spreading the service-learning internship design (an agency base,
a specific project, university support, project committee support,
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independent status for student intern. seminars, and final report),
NCIQ initially gave attention to colleges and universities with limited
or no off-campus learning experience and to nearby public-service
agencies that demonstrated a readiness to participate in service-learn-
ing programs.

The tollowing five sections highlight the accomplishments of the
pilot etforts to date and indicate some ramifications for the future:

University-Regional Program in Appalachian North Carolina

As a result of the regional program approach, six institutions in
the Appalachian area of North Carolina are developing independent
capacities for arranging and managing service-learning programs.
These schools are Appalachian State University, Mars Hill College,
John C. Campbell Folk School, University of North Carolina at
Asheville, Western Carolina University, and Warren Wilson College.
Among them different stvles have emerged. with the Community
Development  Institute at Mars Hill College and the Student
internship Program at Appalachian State University providing exem-
plary program designs. Two Youth Leadership grants in Appalachian
Regional Commission (ARC) Rescarch and Demonstration categories
have provided basic support that has been supplemented by state
funds, local agency funds, and university resources.

The developmental strategy of NCIO has been to assist each of
the five senior colleges and universities and J. C. Campbell Folk
School to determine its own approach and style consistent with the
basic service-learning goals of NCIO. Results to date clearly indicate
the strengths of this strategy.

From these results a triangular funding arrangement model has
emerged. The state, through NCIO and federal ARC grants, provides
seed money to initiate a service-learning program. Universities and
colleges, becanse educational values are received, provide up to
one-third of the costs. Public agencies, because they receive services
from student work provide one-third or more of the total cost. In
this cooperative arrangement, organizations have been ecager to
participate and provide direct support. Initial support through funds
and conceptual guidance has been implemented and enhanced by a
full-tirie coordinator in Asheville, a position provided for in the ARC
grants.



Urban-University Models

Charlotte and Winston-Salem have been the sites of two
NCI0Q-assisted models. In the Charlotte area the University of North
Carolina at Charlotte Institute for Urban Studies and Community
Servic s provided the leadership and a base of operation. There was
top administrative support from the vice chancellor’s office, manage-
ment capability from the institute, and assistance in program
development from members of the student body. Further impetus
came from students at Davidson College and Johnson C. Smith
University as well as city and county government officials. With.only
outside encouragement and limited financial assistance from NCIO
the Charlotte “consortium’’ has evidenced s'ow, steady, and sound
growth since the summer of 1969. It row can boast that thirty
public and private agencies and all post-szcondary educational
institutions in the arca are involved with service-learning. The
program has paid off for 120 students in the form of academic credit
for their internship experiences and weekly attendance at student-
run reflection seminars. The model developed in the Charlotte area
can be translated into almost any other yrban or council-of-govern-
ments area in the state.

A 1969 summer intern initiated a program in Winston-Salem with
the strong endorsement of the mayor. The city coordinated and
managed programs for over 200 part-time student interns within one
year. Title I grants from the BHE were secured for two successive
years to provide additional support. The Academic Urban Affairs
Consortium, based at Wake Forest University, came into being after
the original effort and assumed operational responsibility for the
Service-Learning Internship Program (SLIP). In contrast to thc
Charlotte model, only limited university support has been realized in
Winston-Salem, and no sustaining program currently exists there.

Program Liaison with Other Internship Programs

NCIO has provided the leadership for convening project managers
of internship programs in the state and providing a clearinghouse of
information on programs. The network that is emerging is informal
and committed to working collectively in improving and increasing
off-campus service-learning opportunitics for college students in
North Carolina.
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NCIO has provided technical assistance to a number of programs
in North Carolina state government. N iO has collected data and
published listings of interns supported by the state for summer 1970
and summer 1971, Publications on the service-learning concept,
faculty roles in it, and other training-related materials have been
produced and distributed throughout North Carolina. Research and
training designs have been developed and applied by the student staff
of NCIO in cooperation with different programs across the state.

As the SREB-initiated effort with the state in 1969 was to be a
model from which other states could learn, the NCIO staff has
provided direct assistance and much information to state government
personnel in Georgia, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Virginia, and
West Virginia. The NCIO staff continues a relationship with SREB;
SREB participation, however, has been minimal over the past year.
Recent collaboration has been limited to assistance in certain
rescarch and a newly initiated cvaluation of NCIO’s efforts and
directions.

Special-Issue Programs

Through the interest of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) in exposing minority students to governmental
planning issues, through the interest of three predominantly black
universities in off-campus learning opportunities for social planning,
and through the NCIO commitment to arranging service-learning
opportunities around special needs or issucs, two sequential grants
from HUD were made available for social planning to service-learning
interns from Shaw University, Winston-Salem State University, and
North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University.

With the emergence of ecological concern, NCIO has coordinated
and provided administrative assistance in arranging cleven environ-
mental internships in 1970 and thirty in 1971, Each student pursued
a specific task within a state agency and produced a report.

Student-originated projects relating to environmental issues were
funded by the Mational Science Foundation (NSF) at the University
of North Caro''na at Asheville, Mars Hill College, Wake Forest
University, and East Carolina University. The first three institutions
received encouragement and support in proposal development from
NCIO.

Under an ARC grant, NCIO was instrumental in assisting the

1]
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University of North Carolina Medical School Department of Family
Medicine at Chapel Hill initiate an extern program for fifty medical
students in Appalachian learning settings of the state.

With assistance from the North Carolina Central University Law
School, NCIO through a law student intern-associate developed a
vital program for law students to work with solicitors and defenders
during the summer of 1971, This effort promises to provide a model
for other clinical-education experiences for law students in the state.

Combining ARC and NCIO support, Vietnam veterans initiated
veterans’ college recruitment and counseling centers at Appalachian
State, Warren Wilson, and Western Carolina during 1971, These
centers have sparked a marked improvement in assistance to veterans
returning to college life.

Looking Backward and Forward

In the program and projects reviewed above, NCIO has attempted
to maintain a consistent cducational philosophy and long-range
perspective. The questions set forth below reflect the controlling
considerations, and criteria 1 and 2 especiatly were used in many of
the ten NCIO studies alluded to at the outset.

1. Are the projects dealing with local community needs? Does
the problem or task of the student internship assignment have a
sense of human importance about it?

2. Arc we meeting these needs in interinstitutional ways? Are
university officials, agency officials, citizens, and students co-
operating through the internship process?

3. Are we raising the levels of dialogue about the quality of life
within the university, the communitics, and public agencies? Are
the questions ““What is Worth Doing?” and “What is Worth
Knowing?” being pursued with more vigor? '

4. Are the students involved beginning to deal more competently
with their own experiences as interns and to appropriate their
lcaining for the development and application of their own
values?

Looking to the future, NCIO, directing its resources to a
service-learning promotional strategy, will:
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1. Further increase service-learning opportunities for college
students by urging the staie to support and make accessible to
the people in a center for state advocacy, program dévelopment,
technical assistance research, and clearinghouse data on oppor-
tunities. NCIQ, within the new Board of Governors. has this
potentizl, and NCIO’s current compilation of a *‘state-of-the-art
inventory”™ on community-based, experiential learning programs
should help develop a realistic plan of implementation.

2. Urge all public and private colleges and universities to endorse
service-learning as legitimate education. make it eligible for
academic credit, and recognize faculty involvement in service-
learning with financial and status rewards. (The Board of Higher
Education has set an cxample for this in the resolution cited
above.)

3. Urge public organizations and private agencies to embrace
public necds by participation in service-learning not just in the
summer but throughout the year. This implies appropriate
regular budget designations and student manpower provisions,
especially under the position categories of staff personnel.
contractual scrvices, training, or special line items.

4. Help infuse existing experiential programs with service-learn-
ing possibilities. This would help expard youth involvement in
public issues and cvents through current mechanisms (e.g.. state
agency internship programs. local governuient programs. legis-
lative internships, field experience programs, special programs at
co'lcges and universities).

5. Encourage greater student participation in planning and
operating programs. Such encouragement can help adapt widely
differing learning opportunities to present academic mechanisms
and attack the unresponsiveness of the educational establishment
often implicated in college dropout studies.

The past and present efforts of NC1O have now heen presented in
principle and fact: the future efforts have been set forth only in
principle. To give substance to the proposed scheme. NCIO intends
to execcute several key projects.

To expand opportunities in the state generatly, NCIO wili
specifically try to develop a system of business internships. bringing
together what sometimes appear to be incompatible social segments.
A preliminary meeting with several business leaders has already bheen
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held to determine feasibility of the project.

To gather the latest data on community-based experiential
learning, NCIO staff will visit campuses across the state as follow-up
on the previously mentioned state-of-the-art inventory. This informa-
tion in abstract form will be made available to any interested party
but especially to schools planning or expanding programs, agencies
interested in student interns, and funding sources for internship
programs. ' .

As companion to this inventory a case-study book on service-
learning in North Carolina will be prepared for public use this
summer. '

The functions of information brokerage, fund-seeking, moral
support, cultivation of government involvement at all levels, research,
program management, and training can thus be seen as common
elements of the rccorded past, the developing present, and the
projected {uturc of NCIO. The office has executive, legislative, and
administrative mandates, a list of proven successes with the service-
learning model, and at least the potential for a variety of vital
services to education and government in North Carolina. With
continued support, NCIO feels it can realize its goal of seeing that
every North Carolina college student has the opportunity of at least
twelve weeks in community-based experiential learning as part of his
academic career.
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The Georgia Intern Program

Michael A, Hart and Lonni Ann Fredman

Goals and Purposes

The goal of the 1971 Summer Governor's Intern Program was to
bring together college and university students and Georgia state
government in an optimum utilization and synthesis of the resources
of both.

Since the projects the interns undertook were of a professional
nature and designed by the participating agencies as tasks essential to
departmental operation and because the department’s share of the
intern stipend was only a fraction of the amount at which
profcssional employees performing the same task would require, the
Governor’s Intern Program benefited state government through
services as well as monetary savings.

To the interns the program offered a comprehensive service-learn-
ing experience in the realm of Georgia state government. Rather than
following the traditional pattern of testing theory in the ficld, the
Governor’s Intern Program stressed community-based learning with
heavy emphasis on the completion of the specific task and the
acquisition of knowledge and Xills. Frequently the designated
project suggested further areas for the engagement of the intern’s
attention and the students were thereby in a position to isolate and
act upon concerns not readily identifiable in the day-to-day
functioning of the department,

Since a primary goal of the intern program was to enable the
students to acquire an understanding of the total expanse of Georgia
state government—to gain an insight into its purposes, organization,
problems, and methods of operation—a series of seminars focusing on
a variety of issues requiring public policy was designed to
complement the intern projec*s and broaden the total learning

This review of the Georgia Intern Program is extracted from “Governor’s Intern Program:
Final Report, Summer 1971." Michael Hart is Special Assistant to the Governor for Youth
Affairs and serves as Director of the Georgia Intern Program. Lounie Ann Fredman is
Assistant Direetor.
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The Georgia Intern Program

Michael A. Hart and Lonni Ann Fredman

experience. High-ranking officials in various departments of state
government chaired the meetings. each of which was attended by
about twenty students serving in diverse arcas of the program.
Because the sessions stressed a dialogue rather than a question-and-
answer format, the interns were able both to relate knowledge gained
on their individual projects and in school to the topic at hand and to
present their opinions directly to personnel influential in policy-
making in the arcas under discussion.

In bringing the interns together, the sem:ars clso served as a
point of unity for the program, giving the students (especially those
working outside the Atlanta arca) a chance to meet cach other.
become familiar with each other’s projects, and feel a stronger scnse
of identity with the program as a whole.

The development of skills in problem-solving and interpcersonal
relationships was of high priority. Placements were made on the basis
of well-defined tasks designed by the agency to ac:ively involve the
intern in agency programs. Interns were encour.ged to seek their
own means to meet an agency nced and to become involved with
co-workers and agency clients in determining these means. Addition-
ally, in meeting the on-the-job situations and in taking the initiative
in structuring new tasks not anticipated or designated by their
original project design, many interns discovered abilities of which
they had previously been unaware.

Planning and Recruitment

Operation of a pilot intern program began in the spring of 1971.
Authority for dirccting the program was vested in the Governor’s
executive secretary, with administrative and technical assistance
provided by additional staff from the Governor’s office, the
Department of Family and Children Services, and the Southern
Regional Education Board. The first week in April. directors of state
government agencics were informed about the initiation of the



Governor’s Intern Program and asked to submit descriptions of
projects for which they could utilize interns. The following week the
Governor contacted the presidents of all colleges and universitices in
Georgia asking them to let their students know about the oppor-
tunity for participation in the program.

Over four hundred students applied and over twenty-five state
agencies and eight arca planning and development commissions
requested interns. All applicants were interviewed cither in person or
by telephone. Screening was usually based upon maturity and
interest in the program and educational classification, with priority
given in the following order: (1) upperclassmen or graduate students,
(2) Georgians attending Georgia schools, (3) Georgians attending
out-of-state schools, (4) out-of-state students attending Georgia
schools.

Two hundred students were referred to agencies for the final
interview before appointment, with every effort made by the intern
office to cocrdinate the students’ interests and abilities with the
departments’ needs and functions. Interns and the agency supervisor
had the final say in selection. Interns could accept or reject the
project depending upon the challenge they saw in it. Agencies
accepted or rejected students depending upon how they viewed the
students’ abilities to do the tasks,

Orientation

The program officially opened on June 14 with an orientation
session in the State House Chambers. University and state govern-
ment officials greeted the students and explained the challenges
offered to them by participation in the program and the oppor-
tunities to contribute to the welfare of Georgia.

Particular attention was paid to informing the interns of the
mission of the various funding agencies and the role the interns were
to play in meeting agency goals. A follow-up orientation for small
groups was held following the general session. At these sessions
interns were briefed on their particular departments or commissions
and the importance of their individual projects.

Funding and Expenses

Funds for program operation were provided by the Appalachian
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Regional Commission, Coastal Plains  Regional  Commission,
Economic Development Administration, Environmental Protection
Agency, Office of Economic Opportunity, eight arca planning and
development commissions. and twenty-six state agencies. In addi-
tion, the Atlanta Urban Corps provided College Work-Study funds
for cighteen students participating in the program and the Southern
Regional Education Board provided technical assistance for adminis-
tration and ecvaluation and granted limited funds. The total budget
for the program was approximately $250.000, with ncarly $150,000
actual cash.

Interns were provided an educational stipend of $935 for
undergraduates and $1,100 for graduates for full-time work for an
cleven-week perioa. Four stipend checks were issued in the course of
the appointment, with a final check of S$100 issued upon receipt of
the final report and its acceptance by the interns’ supervisors.

Travel and miscellancous cxpenses related to the project were
rcimbursed by the cooperating agency. The intern office covered
expenses for travel involved in attending the seminars.

Program Components
Projects and Reports

The major concern of the program was that the intern tasks be
meaningful to both intern and agency and that the projects be of
substance and depth similar to that of assignments undertaken by
professional state employees. At Governor Jimmy Carter’s request, a
memo was sent to all supervisors stressing the Governor’s desire that
all interns be given challenging tasks and that the supervisors expect
and demand top performance from all interns.

One intern was assigned to deal specifically with project
adjustment and evaluation. He mude a personal visit to cach of the
interns at the project locations and discussed program objectives with
the interns and their supervisors so that a better understanding could
be gained of what cach participant wished to derive from the
individual project. For those interns who felt their projects were not
sufficicntly challenging or were not called for an ad:quate utilization
of their talents, every effort was made to strengthen the project to
the satisfaction of both intern and supervisor. The goal was to see
that all students had interesting and meaningful assignments and that

27



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

the individual departments were able to gain optimum benefit {from
the talents and abilities of the interns working with them.

Upon completion of the full-time assignment. cach intern was
given forty-five days in which to complete a final report on his
project. The reports were of major significance to the program. Not
only did they require the interns to analyze their summer’s
experience in a coherent fashion and thus enable them to acquire a
more ordered perspective on the tasks they had undertaken, but the
reports also served as working documents for future departmental
operation,

Project reports were reviewed by agency personne! (o assure
validity of the facts and conclusions and to evaluate the value of the
writings, Many of the reports were published in large quantities by
the departments, cither separately or as part of more cxtensive
agency documents, and were widely distributed to persons and
organizations to whom the findings would be relevant.

The intern office retained a copy of all reports and published a
compendium detailing the contents of cach.

Important components of the program in addition to the projects
and reports were the seminars, informal meetings with the Gover-
nor's staff, a periodic newsletter, social functions at the mansion. and
a retreat for about twenty interns at the end of the program.

Seminars

The seminars dealt with eleven topics relevant to the potentials
and problems facing Gee:gia. Kncwledgeable officials in appropriate
departments of state government served as  discussion  leaders.
Though individual <essions varied in format—two of the seminars
were field trips ard several featured slide presentations—the overall
emphasis upon o discussion rather than a question-and-answer
approach gave interns and agency people alike the opportunity to
become involved in a learning process in which both groups served as
resource people.

The directors of state agencies or heads of departments within
the agencies who chaired the seminars provided first-hand contact
with matters concerning the individual agencies and were in positions
to answer authoritatively controversial questions related to their
department’s scope of responsibility,

Interns brought their specific projects and academic experiences

directly to bear upon the topics at hand
input of their ideas into receptive cha
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directly to bear upon the topices at hand and had the opportunity for
input of their ideas into receptive channels. Because eiach of the
sessions included interns from a variety of departments, the diversity
of interest and perspective helped relate the specific seminar subject
to the genceral nulicu of state government,

Mectings with Governor's Staft

Small informal meetings with members of the Governor’s staff to
discuss any ideas. problems, or concerns the interns might have
relating to Georgia zovernmient or the intern program provided
another opportunity for the students to establish lines of com-
munication both among state officials and themselves and to come
into direct contact witl the operations of the state’s highest clected
office.

Newsletter

A periodic newsletter, INTERNal  Review, compiled by un
intern scrving in tne Governor’s press office, kept interns and
supervisors abreast of current Loppenings in the program and served
as a forum for Jiscussion of points of project and program
philosophy. Future n'ans call tor the pubiication of the newsletter on
a weekly basis witn one intern project devoted exclusively to internal
communication.

Social Functions

An especially enjoyable aspect of the program for the interns was
the opportunity to attend social functions at the Governor’s mansion
and a party at the home of one of the Governor's staff members.
Interns serving out of town were particularly pleased with these
opportunities to get acquainted with their colleagues and thus to feel
more of a sense of identification with the program.

Retreat

Toward the end of the summer interns and supervisors were
notified of a retreat planned for approximately twenty-five interns to
discuss Gouls for Georgia and to review the intern program.



Participants were selected on the basis of their interest in attending
and on recommendations by the supervisors. The retreat was held
August 26-28 at the Unicoi National Outdoor Recrcation Experi-
ment Station near Helen. Georgia. Position papers were developed on
Goals for Georgia in the arcas of cducation, protection of persons
and property, social development, and natural cnvironment. A
comprehiensive list of suggestions for future program operation was
drawn up and Gouls for Georgia Workbooks were filled out. The
experience showed that such a relaxed setting is highly conducive to
thoughtful and intensive reflection and discussion and serves as a
valuable means of integration of program objectives—the problems
and concerns each intern formerly identified from the perspective of
his own project are now scen as they relate to the overall realm of
state government. A greater frequency of such sessions is planned for
future programs,

Intern Profile

Since placement in the 1971 Governer’s Intern Program was
bascd on a combination of interest, motivation, and academic major,
the 136 students who participated in the program constituted o
diverse group of individuals. The following is a capsule summary of
statistics and information pertinent to this past summer’s interns.

Personal Profile

A composite data profile on the interns as a group showed the
average age to be 21.5 ycars. Breakdowns according to sex and
marital status show that 103 (76 percent) interns were male, 33 (24
percent) female: 115 (85 percent) of the total group were single and
21 (15 percent) married. A total of 109 (80 percent) interns were
white and 27 (20 percent) represented minority groups.

Educational Profile

Students from thirty-cight colleges and universities participated
in the intern program. Twenty Georgia colleges were represented by
84 percent of the interns. Eighty-one (60 percent) interns were
undergraduates while the remaining 55 (40 percent) held an
undergraduate degree and had cither made plans to begin or were

alrecady engaged in a graduate or profes
following table and list indicate the diy
grounds of the program participants.

Distribution of Academic Majors
1971 Governor’s Intern

Academic Majors

Social science, education,
political science, government

Business, economics, management,
accounting

Law

Humanities, journalism, music,
English, foreign languages,
philosophy

Architecture, landscape
architecture, engineering

AgricJlture, forestry, recreation,
physical education

Natural science, mathematics

Medicine, dentistry

Participating Colleges and Un
Governor's Intern Pr

Albany State College Geor,
Armstrong State College Geor

Atlanta University Geor
Augusta College Geord
Clark College Medi
Clemson University Mercd
Columbus College Midd
Dartmouth Coliege Michi
Emory University More
Florida State University Morri
Furman University New

Gardner-Webb College New

Georgia Institute of Technology Nortl
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already engaged in a graduate or professional degree program. The
following table and list indicate the diversity of educational back-
grounds of the program participants.

Distribution of Academic Majors Among Interns in the
1971 Governor’s intern Program

Academic Majors N %
Social science, education,

political scier ce, government 66 48
Business, economics, management,

accounting 23 17
Law 11 8
Humanities, journalism, music,

English, foreign languages,

philosophy 12 9
Architecture, landscape

architecture, engineering 9 7
Agriculture, forestry, recreation,

physical education 5 4
Natural science, mathematics 8 6
Medicine, dentistry 2 1

Participating Colleges and Universities—1971
Governor's Intern Program

Albany State College
Armstrong State College
Atlanta University
Augusta College

Clark College

Clemson University
Columbus College
Dartmouth College
Emory University
Florida State University
Furman University
Gardner-Webh College
Georgia Institute of Technology

Georgia Southern College
Georgia Southwestern College
Georgia Statce University
Georgia, University ot
Medical College of Georgia
Mercer University

Middle Tennessee State
Michigan, University of
Morehouse College

Morris Brown College

New Hampshire, University of
New York University

North Carolina, University of



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Northwestern University
Notre Dame. University of
Pennsylvania, University of
Sam Houston State College
Savannah State College
Smith Collere

Spelman College
Vanderbilt University
Virginia. University of
Wesleyan College

West Georgiu College
Yale University

Agency Prolile

The interns served in the twenty-gix state agencies and the cight

plunning commissions listed below.

Department ol Corrections
Departiment ol Defense
State Department ol Education
Department of Family and
Children’s Services
Forestry Commission
Department of Public Health
Highway Department
Department of Industry and Trade
Department of Labor
OfTice of Licutenant Governor
Merit System ol Personnel
Administration
Board ol Pardons and Paroles
Buresu of Planning and
Community Afltairs
Departinent of Probation
Department of Public Satety
Purchasing Department
Regents of University System
of Georgiu

Department ot Revenue

Depuartiment of Game and Fish

Governor's Intern Program Ollice

Dervartment of Audicg

Ceorgia Recrcatton Commtission

State Office of Economic
Opportunity

Office of the Governor

Reorganization OlTice

Gouls tor Georgia Program

Area Planning Commissions

Slash Pine APDC

Chattahoochee-Flint APDC

Middle Georgia APDC

North Georgia APDC

Central Savannah River APDC

Southeast Tennessee
Development District

Coastal Plains APDC

Conclusions and Projections

The intern progrium statt sees the short pre-planning period as the
main weakness of this summer’s program. In addition to as extensive
an interviewing process as the program and supervisors wanted, a

more thorough briefing of the supervisors on the overall objectives of
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“the program was also hampered by the time element.

Limited funding was another handicap. Only 136 of the 400
students who applied could be placed because of lack of funds. As
more colleges offer academic credit for the internship experience the
press for additional funding should be lessened.

What we view as a strong point of this year’s program—the visits
by the intern from the program office to each of the interns—we also
view as a weakness because it was not as extensive as we would have
liked; we would have preferred to provide more supporting services
so that each intern could have rececived consultative visits throughout
the summer. Overall, the program was extremely successful and
gained the praise of Governor, intern, and supervisor alike. By having
a year rather than a couple of months to plan the program for next
summer, the intern office will not only be able to correct current
program weaknesses but will be able to build in many additional
components not realized this year.

Because of the acceptance of the intern program by colleges,
students, and agencies and the Governor’s personal commitment for
greater student involvement, the Governor has established a Youth
Affairs Office; its primary goal is the establishment of a year-round
intern program. The program will be supported by state, local, and
federal funds.

It is anticipated that the intern program will continuc the
practices and procedures developed in establishing this year’s
program; at the same time it will explore alternative approaches.

For programs affecting a specific region such as the Applachian
Regional Commission or the Coastal Plains Regional Commission,
efforts will be made to place more students in the region rather than
in state agencies in Atlanta. Tasks for interns will be defined more
closely related to the state’s goals for the region. State and local
agencies will continue to have the flexibility to define projects which
will benefit them the most; however, guidelines will be established.

Serious consideration is now being given to expanding the
opportunities for students to become involved with specific problems
whose solution can be approached from the perspective of a variety
of different agencies. Air and water pollution projects, drug
education, and early child care are examples of projects which will
receive particular attention as the program moves to focus on broad
areas of concern rather than on a multitude of particularized
departmental tasks as were undertaken this past summer.



As the Georgia Intern Program expands, two components will
receive particular attention. Local government and institutions of
higher education will be encouraged to play a greater role in the
program. Placement possibilities in city, county, and multi-county
agencies open the door to unlimited internships. As colleges move
more and more into the area of off-campus education, the model
established by the intern program should be a natural vehicle. When
academic credit is awarded for the intern experience, the numbers of
interested students should rise significantly.

The Georgia Intern Program staff will become brokers rather
than administrators as the program expands. By advocating intern-
ships, providing technical assistance, securing funds, and conducting
training sessions the staff should be able to provide opportunities for
all students 'interested in community involvement, assist in de-
veloping youth leadership, and supply a needed manpower resource.




Guidelines for Further Development and Expansion
of the Texas Service-Learning Program

1. Merrill Goodwan, Jr.

Introduction

The objective of this report is to present recommendations and
guidelines for the implementation and administration of an intern
program based on the service-learning concept and involving the
state’s college students in units of state, regional, and local
government. The state-wide program is to be an outgrowth of the
Texas Service Learning Program (TSLP), a pilot intern program
funded by a grant from the Moody Foundation of Galveston, Texas.
The TSLP was coordinated by the Office of the Governor, Division
of Planning Coordination (DPC), with the cooperation of the
Southern Regional Education Board (SREB) and the Coordinating
Board, Texas Colleges and Universities. It was conducted during the
summer months of 1971 and involved twelve interns—eleven in
Regional Councils of Government (CoG’s) in the state and one in the
DPC.

Tie TSLP can be considered an extension of the Resource
Development Internship Program of the SREB, which has been
successfully implemented in a number of federal, state, regional, and
local government agencics in North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tunnessee, Georgia, Virginia, and Arkansas. All of the Resource
Development internships are baserd on the concept of service and
learning. Because of the general success and positive acceptance of
this concept, it was adopted without reservation in the TSLP. From
the extensive literature avaitable on the Resource Development
Intern Progra:ns, an intern program terminology has been adopted
and used throughout this report. Wherever the three terms intern,
internship, and service-learning are uscd, they denote the following
ideas:

An interr is an upperclassman or graduate student seeking

Mel’;ill Goodwyn Prepar ed this report as part of his internship assignmnent with the Division
of Planning Coordination in the Office of the Governor in Austin, Texas. It was published in
November 1971 by the Division of Planning Coordination.
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professional experience in a supervised working situation.

As differentiated from a part-time or summer job. an internship
is an experience in which the intern extends his academic back-
ground into an actual, practical situation and is exposed to the policy
decisions of an agency as well as to the day-to-day aspects of
problem-solving. The internship, then, is & structured learning
situation involving not only the intern but also a supervisor who is
involved in that agency’s policy decision process and, where possible,
a faculty member familiar with the intern’s academic background
who can relate the experience of the internship to that background.

The two fundamental requirements of a service-learning intern-
ship are that it provide a needed service to the sponsoring agency and
that it is a learning experience for the participants. particularly the
intern. Service-lcarning is the integration of the accomplishment of a
needed task with educational growth.

Obviously, the adoption of the preceding terminology without
further examination introduces a certain bias into this report.
However, experience in the TSLP has shown that the concepts
promoted by their adoption form a sound basis for an intern
program that is both an extension of the educational process and a
valid involvement of the intern in the operation of government.

The young, dynamic, and progressive attitude of the DPC staff in
the accomplishment of their delegated responsibilities as well as the
administration of the pilot program has also influenced my thinking
on the future location for administration of a state-wide intern
program. That bias, no doubt, will appear throughout this report.

The Individuals in an Intern Program

Throughout the investigation of internships and intern programs,
one factor dominated ali other findings. Each internship is a highly
personal experience and its success, by any set of criteria, is almost
entirely dependent upon interaction among the participants in the



intern program, motivation of the intern, and the relevance of the
work performes] to the goals of the intern, his supervisor, and his
faculty advisor. Therefore, the organizational structure of a program
designed to provide student interns with a meaningful learning
experience and, at the same time, to provide a needed service for
host government agencies must be capable of operating within the
complex framework of distinct personalities motivated by different
factors and striving toward diverse but hopefully not mutually
exclusive goals.

At this stage, it is desirable to identify the potential participants
in an internship and attempt to develop a personality for each that
will be useful to the coordinator of an intern program. It is hoped
that this approach will allow the intern program coordinator the
flexibility to structure a program with the broadest possible appeal
to students, government administrators, and educators. These four
participants arc the intern, the host agency supervisor, the faculty
advisor, and the intern program coordinator.

The program, of course, must center on the educational
development of the intern—an upperclassman or graduate student
with an interest in public service but unsure of its potential as a
challenging carcer and of his ability to significantly influence public
policy. He is probably motivated by a desire to enhance the social
and economic environment of himself and of his fellow man. He is
also seeking a job that will correlate his academic training with “‘real
worl!” experience. He is looking for an experience that will, within
certain limitations, challenge his intellectual abilities or, at least, help
him to realize what those abilities are. As perceived by the intern, the
relevance of that experience to the social and economic problems of
our society will be a factor in his desire to accept a structured
internship and in his performance in that position. He may also be
motivated by a promise of academic credit for the internship. But, he
is still a student facing an uncertain future, facing the need for social
status in life, and knowing that personal economic gain is an
important factor in the future as well as the present attainment of his
goals. Therefore, the adequacy of the salary or stipend he receives as
an intern will be a dominant factor in his acceptance of and
satisfaction with an internship appecintment.

The participant with the greatest potential for influencing the
intern’s perception of his effectiveness as an individual and his
experience within a learning context is the host agency supervisor.
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Through daily contact with the intern, the agency supervisor carries
upon his shoulders the burden, or opportunity, of drawing out the
intern’s as yet unproved abilities as a proauctive member of his staff,
of structuring the intern’s program and responsibilities to serve his
educational and personal growth needs, and of motivating the intern
to seek future employment in the public sector. Probably the most
difficult task faced by the intern program coordinator will be the
identification of potential agency supervisors who will treat these
responsibilitics as opportunities rather than burdens.

The intern’s perception of the agency for which he works will be
profoundly influenced by his relationship with his supervisor. Tf,
through his supervisor. the intern perceives the agency as efficient,
sympathetic. and open to new ideas. he is morelikely to be satisfied
with the internship than another individual with a contrary view.

The first responsibility of an agency supervisor is to his agency
and its immediate as well as future needs. He thus expects the intern
to fulfill some part of those needs by performing a service which the
agency could not afford without intern help. Surprisingly enough,
studies have shown that factors such as recruiting college students for
future positions in the agency and, through the internship, the
establishment of agency-university liaison do not strongly influence
agency supervisors to participate in intern programs. Thus, the
service aspect of a service-learning intern program is uppermost in the
agency supervisor’s mind.

The intern’s faculty advisor is a person interested in social and
educational change, but his function within an internship is that of
counselor. He is thus at least one step removed from the locus of
change. He is in the tenuous position of having to recognize the fact
that, although the internship is structured as a learning experience,
the agency supervisor, who is probably paying all or a portion of the
intern’s salary, expects the intern to produce a service to the agency
which is not necessarily consistent with the intern’s academic
growth. In those instances where the intern is receiving academic
credit, this difference in perspective must be settled to the
satisfaction of both the faculty advisor and agency supervisor prior
to the beginning of the internship. When the intern is not receiving
academic credit, the faculty advisor could find his relationship to the
intern to be somewhat superficial since the intern realizes that the
merit of his work will be judged primarily by the agency supervisor.

The faculty advisor, however, can provide a vital service to the
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internship within a framework of mutual understanding among
himself, the intern, and thc agency supervisor. In the event that the
intern finds it difficult to relate personally to his supervisor, the
faculty advisor can fill the intern’s needs as a personal advisor and
friend. When the intern’s project is within the faculty advisor’s realin
of expertise, he can be a valuable technical consultant. Under any set
of circumstances, the faculty advisor must b¢ able to relate the
intern’s practical experience to his academic background.

Our experiences in the TSLP indicate that, when the faculty
advisor is able to relate to the intern as either personal or technical
counselor or both and when this relationship is understood and
respected by the agency supervisor, the faculty advisor performs an
important and vital function within the service-learning context.
When he is not able to perform that function, his talent as a
counselcr and educator is wasted and therefore his positive percep-
tion and future support of the intern program as an c¢ducational
experience cannot and should not be expected.

Probably the single most important talent that the intern
program coordinator must possess is the ability to recognize those
personal characteristics of potential agency supervisors, interns, and
faculty advisors that can be combined to form a viable internship
within the context of service and educational growth. This is a
formidable task. It will become even more difficult as the intern
program expands to include more students, agencies, and educational
institutions. Somehow, the program coordinator must be able to
maintain a highly personal relationship with each of the participants
in the program, at the same time expanding his contacts with agency
personnel, incorporating new disciplines and projects into the
program, and dealing with a whole new set of student interns each
semester. The learning curve for acquisition of this talent by the
program coordinator will be a shallow one.

In addition to the task of maintaining personal relationships with
individuals in the program, the coordinator must administer the
program, function as a clearinghouse for information on the
program, act as a broker of information for existing intern programs,
act as a grantsman for securing funds for the program, arrange
supporting services such as conferences and seminars for the
participants, and maintain some system for evaluating the program’s
effectiveness. Where the needs of an individual intern are not fulfilled
by his agency supervisor or faculty advisor, the program coordinator
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must either fill those needs or find someone who will. Of necessity,
then, he must be able to communicate cffectively with the
participants in the program, particularly with the college students.
He will require adequate staff to perferm the purely administrative
duties of his office so that his time can be devoted to the
establishment and maintenance of personal contacts in government
agencies and colleges and universities, interviews with potential
interns, organization of supporting: services for the program, and
constant evaluation of the program’s effectivencss.

In identifying the potential participants in an internship and
attempting to describe their personalities in broad terms, it becomes
apparent that each cannot be assigned a specific role within the
service-learning context. To do so would unnccessarily limit the
required flexibility of an intern program. Why ask an internship
participant to play a role he is not capable of fulfilling because of
personal factors or lack of direct access to the intern on a daily basis?

It is more appropriate to discuss the nceds of each program
participant on the assumption that, if a need arises and the
paiticipant normally expected to satisfy that need cannot do so, then
one of the other participants must step in. This approach is not
foolproof since certain needs can only be met by one of the
participants. However, it is more flexible than the simple assignment
of tasks to cach of the participants described in the previous
discussion.

Since. the personalities of each participant in an internship have
been described in some detail previously, a relatively concise listing
of needs can function here as both a summary and a set of guidelines
for future use. .

The intern, in the selection. definition, and accomplishment of
his internship project, sceks satisfaction of the following needs:

1. an insight, not available in the academic community, into his
abilities to function as a productive member of society;
2. corrclation between academic theory and actual problem-

solving;

3. an insight into the problems and operation of the public
sector;

4. adequate compensation for the services he is capable of
providing;



5. carly assurance of his assignment as an intern and a clcar
definition of the scope of his project;

6 adequate physical facilities in which to work;

7. a concise definition of his role and status in the agency in
which he works;

8. a knowledge of why his work is important to the agency, a
clear picture of its impact on the agency’s operation, and a
knowledge of his host agency’s function within the larger
framework of state, local. or regional government;

9. an orientation in the overall operation of his host agency and
immediate involvement in productive work for that agency;

10. guidance in his personal ability to function cffectively in a
new environment;

11. technical assistance in the accomplishment of his assigned
project(s);

12. permissive but concerned supervision of his work;

13. adequate exposure to the policy process to assure an
understanding of his supervisor’s and agency’s abilities and
limitations in that process;

14, candid and competent cvaluation of his progress and
abilities:

15. a receptive atmosphere for discussion and evaluation of his
own ideas and perspectives,

16. an understanding of the needs of the agency supervisor,
faculty advisor, and program coordinator and of their functions
and responsibilities in the internship.

The host agency supervisor in the selection of an intern, the

definition of his project and responsibilitics, and thie supervision and
guidance of the intern’s progress needs:

Q
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1. additional manpower to serve the agency’s needs effectively;
2. assurance that the intern is capable and willing to scrve those
needs;

3. assurance that the intern will fit in to the overall operation of
his agency;

4. guidance in the selection and definition of a project within
the service-learning internship context;

5. an understanding of his authority a1! its limitations over the
intern as a quasi-member of his staff;
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6. assurance that the intern is performing up to and within the
limits of his capability:

7. an understanding of the needs of the intern. faculty adviser,
and program coordinator and their functions and responsibilities
in the internship,

The faculty advisor as technical and educational counselor to the

intern needs:

b. assurance that the internship is 2 learning experience for the
intern and possibly for himself*

2. satisfaction that the project is a challenge to the intern’s
abilitics and an extension of his academic background:

3. exposure, through the intern, to problem-solving in the public
sector:

4. a feeling of adequacy and importance in the advisory role;

5. an opportunity to follow academic interests and to participate
in social and educational change:

6. adequate compensation for the extra time he spends as intern
advisor or relief from his normal load as a faculty member to
devole time to his advisory responsibilitics:

7. an understanding of the needs of the intern, the agency
supervisor, and the program coordinator and their functions and
responsibilities in the internship.

The needs of the intern program coordinator as he administers

existing internships, develops new ones. and supervises the various
services associated with an intern program include:

I. personal contact with a majority it not all of the participants
in the program;

2. control over individual internships to the extent necessary to
assure adherence to the service-learning coneept;

3. assurance that participants in the intern program understand
and follow the guidelines for service-learning internships;

4. assurance of adequate funding to tinance and control existing
programs and for development of new internships and concepts:
5. administrative support for routine tasks in the program so as
to allow freedom for tasks requiring personal attention;

6. strong policy support from his supervisors and from any other
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group or individuals responsible for policy input to the program.

When one surveys the personalities and needs of internship
participants as described in the preceding pages., one senses the strong
interdependence of the individuals involved in a service-learning
concept. Thisiserdependence can best be described as a “partnership
in learning.”* That partnership is a potential learning experience not
just for the intern but also for the other participants in the program,
Based on mutual trust and understanding among government
administrators, college students, and faculty members of the state’s
colleges and universitics, the service-learning internship program can
become a viable extension of the process of higher education in
Texas.

Development of ar Expanded Intern Program

Although the success of any intern program eventually depends
upon the participants in individual internships, a framework for
coordination of a number of internships is required if intern
programs in uniis of state, regionai, and local government are to
become a viable extension of the process of higher education.

This scection of the report is devoted to the development of
alternatives for structuring, coordinating, administering, and expand-
ing 2 state-wide intern program in Texas. Topics discussed include
the goals, functions, alternative structures, and guidelines for a
central intern program coordinating office.

Goals

A number of goals for intern programs appear in the extensive
literature available on the subject. The goal statements fall generally
into two categories: general goals for the intern program and goals
specifically for the office administering an intern program.

Possible goals for an intern program include:

1. provide competent and highly motivated student manpower
to public-service agencies:

*A term | first heard from Peter Meyer, Director of the Reswurce Development Internship
Program for the SRER.
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2. extend the process of higher education into the “‘real”” world

of the public-policy arena;

3. give immediate manpower assistance through the work of

students to sponsoring goverament agencies;

4. encourage young people to consider careers in the public

sector;

5. provide a pool of trained and qualified personnel for

recruitment by sponsoring agencies;

6. establish channels of communication between institutions of

higher education and public-service agencies;

7. make the resources of the colleges and universitics more
* accessible to the solution of the community’s problems;

8. provide constructive service opportunities for students sceking

to participate in the solution of governmental and social

problems.

Within the context of a voluntary intern program, motivation on
the part of the student to participate in a public service is a safe
assumption. However, that motivation is, to some degree, dependent
on the remuneration available through the intern program. The
ability of the student to complete successfully his internship
assignment is almost entirely dependent upon the process of intern
selection and that process’ ability to match the student to the proper
assignment. The relevance of that assignment to the intern’s, not the
agency’s, faculty advisor’s, or program coordinator’s goals, will
determine how meaningful it will be in the student’s education. The
service aspect of service-learning assumes that the program will
provide needed and constructive manpower assistance to the sponsor-
irg agency. This goal is by definition, then, an ¢ssential to the intern
program we wish to establish in Texas.

Modern educators seem to feel that the missing ingredient in
higher education has been its divergence from the day-to-day
problems of the administrator or problem-solver in the real world. A
school could not possibly simulate all or even a sinall portion of the
situations a college graduate will face in his career. The internship,
then, is the only way that a student can be exposed to these real
problems in an educational context. Additionally, an internship in
the public sector presents an opportunity for exposure of the intern
to the public-policy process. Lack of exposure to this process is too
often reflected in the public’s lack of understanding that its
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government must be responsive to the needs of ali of the citizens it
represents. In the event that a student is preparing for a career in the
public sector, an internship in government is the only way he may be
exposed to the policy process. If the student is not planning a
public-service career, such exposure will prepare him for a more
responsible role as a private citizen.

The goal of providing trained munpower for recruiiment by
sponsoring agencies produces some interesting observations, Having
served an internship, the student becomes a more attractive
cmployment prospect in both the public and private sector.
[ronically, then, the host agency must compete on the open market
for its own product. Although participants in the State Fellows
Program of the University of Texas' Institute of Public Affairs
interned in agencies of Texas state government, only abcat 30
percent of them ure currently employed by the state. However, 54
percent of them are employed in both the public and private sectors
in Texas and a partially overlapping 54 percent are still employed in
the public sector throughout Texas and the nation. Although the
statistics of this limited sample cannot be generalized to all intern
programs, it is safe to say that an agency cannot rely too heavily
upon an intern program’s potcntial as a recruitment program. A
majoriiy of the agency supcrvisors interviewed during the course of
this project were fully aware of this situation; in some cases, it
produced a negative reaction on their part to internships.

Both in my interviews with agency supervisors and in some of the
literature from other staie’s intern programs, the goal of establishing
channels of communication between institutions of higher education
and public service agencies was questioned. Generally, the desire for
these channels among both faculty and agency personnel did not
exist. Where that desire did exist, close geographic proximity
hetween the college and the agency was usually the rule. Also, the
channel between an individual faculty member and the government
agency had usually been established prior to the internship.

We can turn now to an examination of the seccond category of
possible goals, those for the office administering an intern program:

. develop the administrative capacity to conduct an internship
program stressing service and learning;

2. create a focal point for state-wide activities involving youth in
community or off-campus programs;

3. educate participants in the oper
learning internship program.
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3. ceducate participants in the operation of a meaningful service-
learning internship program.

A large number of activitics involving youth in off-campus
programs arc already established in colleges and universitics in Texas.
[t is probably not desirable or possible to supervise, or cven
administer, all of these programs from a central office. However, in
telephone interviews a majority of Faculty contacts expressed a desire
for a central focal point in the state to which they could turn for
coordination, cooperation, funding aid, advice, and education in the
further development of their programs. And, not surprisingly, u
number of these faculty contacts wanted to know how to make their
programs more meaningful to the student within an educatinnal
context.

Functions

The specific functions of a central staff for administering a
state-wide intern program will necessarily depend upon the program
goals and the structure of that office. However, o general set of
functions, services, and duties that can be accomplished by a central
staff will be presented here and will serve as the framework upon
which an administrative structurc is to be saperimposed. Those
functions might include: ’

I. direct administration of an intern program;

2. acting as a grantsman for securing funds to support the
nrogram;

3. arranging supporting services for participants such as seminars.
workshops, publicity, and publications:

4. contacting agencies, colleges, and universities and screening
them as potential 7articipants in the progr.m;

5. periodically cvaluating the success and imp. ot of the program;
6. functioning as a clearinghouse and broker of intormation for
other intern programs involving students in units of state,
regional, and local government;

7. developing a regional or some other coordinative network for
operation of and cxpansion of the program if and when it
becomes too large to administer cffectively from a single central
office.
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Alternative Structures for Administration

There arc four structures that could be employed to administer a
state-wide intern program. Rather than consider each alternative
separately, it will probably be desirable where possible to combine
the strong points of each into a single mechanism and to continually
adapt that mechanism to the changing needs of the program. As
scparate structures, however, those alternatives ave:

1. Adminiséer the program totally in the office of the governor.
This alternative has the advantage of offering strong, continuous
control over thie program’s development and operation from the
highest level of govermment in the state. Since a cemprehensive
state-wide program would require the governor’s endorsement and
continuing support, administration of the program from his office
almost presupposes their existence. Intern programs in Georgia,
North Carolina, and South Carolina are administered through the
governor’s office.

An intern program administered by the governor’s office is also
subject to at least some of the political fortunes (or misfortunes) of
the governor. In Texas, where state agencies operate somewhat
independently of the governor’s control, there might occaslona]ly be
a temptation to use the intern program for political gains.

2. Coordinate the program from the governor’s office but
diversify some of its administrative and contact functions, particular-
Iy with units of local governument, through other existing agencies
and institutions. For instance, in the TSLP, the regional councils of
government were given the responsibility of contacting faculty
advisors and screening pofential interns for the summer. Other
organizations that could serve a similar function in a diversified
structure might be the Texas Municipal League and Texas City

. Manager’s Association, the Interagency Councils, the Association of

Texas Colleges and Universities, and the Coordinating Board, Texas
College and University System.

To some degree, this structure offers the same advantages and
disadvantages of the first alternative with the added advantage of
broadening the program’s exposure to more units of government and
to more colleges and universities. Along with this added advantage
goes the disadvantage of loss of control of internships and a possible
compromise of the guidelines by which the central office may wish
to operate the program. As the program grows to include a large
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number of interns in all levels of government in the state, the sheer
vo'ume of administrative work required will probably necessitate
some form of diversification.

3. Create a private, noun-profit corporation to operate the
program whose directors include community residents, state and
municipal officials, faculty, students. and otier citizens as appro-
priate. This structure would probably do the most to remove the
intern program from the realm of politics. On the other hand, it
would probably be more difficult for the program administrator in a
private corporation to establish as close a working relaiionship with
units of state, regional, and local government as could an adminis-
trator in a high position in state government. This alterrative appeuars
to be better suited to intern programs ~iganized in a community and
serving only that community.

4. Contract for admiunistration of the prograin with an existing
public or private, non-profit institution. NASA has a contractual
agreement with the University of Houston to administer arn intern
program for its hecadquarters near Houston. The governor’s office
could contract with any number of schools of public administration
in the state for cither complete administration of an intern progrum
or for certain services such as faculty advisors, conferences, and
seminars. It could also contract with, say, the Municipal League and
Texas City Managers Association for development of intern prosrams
in local government.

This alternative offers the advantage of relieving the governor’s
office of the need for the additional staff necessary to support all or
certain functions of an intern program, although at least one staff
member would have to monitor the contract to assure compliance
with its terms. It is doubtful, however, whether one college or
university would extend its full coc peration to another university or
to a private institution which has been so ftvored as to administer a
state-wide program for the governor’s office.

In order to broadin its appeal to all potential participants in
intern programs, any onc of the four alternative structures offered
above could incorporate a policy advisory board or council into its
operation. Such a bouard should include interested representatives of
those organizations desiring to participate in intern programs.
Through those representatives, the program coordinator can maintain
closer ties with the organizations they represent, publicize the intern
prograni, and provide a broader point of view upon which to basc



policy decisions. To become a viable clement in administration of the
program, however, the board must be charged with specific responsi-
bilities rather than being calicd upon by the program administrator
on an ““as needed” basis.

Guidelines

The “Atlante Service-Learning Conference Report, 1970 recom-
mends ten guidelines for a service-learning intern program that I wish
to present here as applicable to a state-wide program in Texas. They
are:

1. Students see the importance of their assigned tasks.

2. Internships require utilization of the student’s academic
background.

3. Both agency supervisor and intern understand clearly their
responsibilities.

4. Intern assignments do not displace regular agency employeces.
5. Students consider in advance what they want to learn from
their assignments.

6. Allinterns receive stipends for their work.

7. Students consult with academic advisors during their intern-
ships and write a report upon completion.

8. Academic recognition be accorded to students’ learning
experiences.

9. Adecquate fotlow-up be carried out when appropriate so that
n interns build upon the work of predecessors rather than
simply repeating it.

10. Administration of the program be non-political.

Basically, the function of the program administrator is to sce that
these guidelines are followed whenever possible.

Administration of the Program

The single word summarizing the administration of an intern
program should be flexibil:ty. This section of the report reviews a
number of the questions and problems that will arise in the program
administrator’s mind and presents some conclusions and recom-
mendations about them. It also summarizes the findings of my

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI

intervicws with state agency directors and s
programs in the state. It was designed as a
progrant administrator and presents alternati
them that he may wish to experiment with
expanded program or combine into a flexible

Funding

In a nutshell, the program administrator
of his most important functions will be the
funds to conduct a broad-based intern prog
concept requires students capable of perfon
comparable to that of a new agency employd
come “cheap”—nor do the services of a fact
to their stipends, interns and faculty advij
publication, and miscellaneous expenses ¢
assigned tasks.

Total cost per internship in the TSL
three-menth period, not including the co
consulting fees for SREB. Obviously, funds
program cannot continue to come from a s
Moody Foundation grant for the TSLP or
governor's office.

Just as obvious, however, is the fact thal
promote and control an intern program estay
benefit of units of government in Texas,
those funds must be state monies. Some
federal, local, agency, and private funds mus
by the program coordinator to finance the pr

Several schemes are available to the prog
performance of his juggling act. First he mu:
in the gencral appropriations bill or as a con
of the governor’s office or some state agency
one-fourth to one-half of his desired operat
fiscal year. With this “hard” money conimi
private, federal, state agency, educational,
form of matching funds, or “‘soft” money.

Following arc methods by which he may
save on expenses:

l. Since the uniis of state, regional,




tl
3
ne a viable element in administration of the

ard must be charged with specific responsi-
called upon by the program administrator

Guidelines

Learning Conference Report, 1970 recom-
service-learning intern prograr: that [ wish
ble to a state-wide program in Texas. They

\portance of their assigned tasks.
e utilization of the student’s academic

rvisor and intern understand clearly their

do not dis' tace regular agency employees.
in advance what they want to learn from

tipends for their work.

ith academic advisors during their intern-
't upon completion.

tion be accorded to students’ learning

p be carried out when appropriate so that
on the work of predecessors rather than

" the program be non-political.

of the program administrator is to see that
ed whencever possible.

istration of the Program

marizing the administration of an intern
ility. This section of the report reviews a
and problems that will arise in the program
presents some conclusions and rccom-
It also summuarizes the findings of my

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

interviews with state agency directors and survey of existing intemn
programs in the state. It was designed as a set of guidelines for the
program administrator and presents alternatives on various aspects of
them that he may wish to experiment with in.the carly years of the
expanded program or combine into a flexible overall program.

Funding

In a nutshell, the program administrator’s most difficult and onec
of his most important functions will be the acquisition of adequate
funds to conduct a broad-based intern program. The service-learning
concept requires students capable of performing at a level roughly
comparable to that of a new agency employee. Such scrvice does not
come “‘cheap”—nor do the services of a faculty advisor. In addition
to their stipends, interns and faculty advisors will require travel,
publication, and miscellaneous expenses commensurate with their
assigned tasks.

Total cost per internship in the TSLP was $1,850 for the
threec-month period, not including the costs of confercnces and
consulting fees for SREB. Obviously, funds for a large, continuing
program cannot continue to come from a single source such as the
Moody Foundation grant for the TSLP or from the budget of the
governor’s office.

Just as obvious, however, is the fact that, if the state is going to
promote and control an intern program established primarily for the
benefit of units of government in Texas, a significant portion of
those funds must be state monies. Some combination of state,
federal, local, agency, and private fuads must be continually juggled
by the program coordinator to finance the program.

Several schemes are available to the program coordinator in the
performance of his jugeling act. First he must acquire, as a linc iten:
in the general appropriations bill or as a commitment in the budget
of the governor’s office or some state agency, a fund approximating
one-fourth to one-half of his desired operating budget for the next
fiscal year. With this “hard” moncy committed, he may then seck
private, federal, state agency, educational, and loca! support in the
form of matching funds, or “soft” money.

Following are methods by which he may acquire soft monies or
Save on Ixpenses:

1. Since the units of state, regional, and local government
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participating in the intern program are receiving a service from the
internship, they should, at a minimum, contribute all travel and
publication costs of the intern. Several of those state agencies
interviewed were willing to contribute a portion or all of the intern’s
stipend if they were given sufficient time to include the item in their
budget preparations. (The guidelines for implementation of the State
Employees Training Act of 1969 as published in an ofticial
memorandum by Governor Smith on October 31, 1969, provide for
funding of intern programs. Presumably, these guidelines form a basis
for intern program funding requests by state agencies.) The response
of a number of the regional councils of government participating in
the TSLP indicate a willingness to bear at least a portion of the cost
of future interns.

2. Colleges and universitics can donate the salary of a faculty
advisor and staff time to support or coordinate the program on
campus. When the college or university offers credit for an
internship, it is then a part of the school’s curriculum and the faculty
advisor’s salary and expenses should be included in this departmental
budget.

3. The program admnistrator may hire a full-time faculty
advisor for the period of a summer to counsel as many as tifteen or
twenty interns located within a relatively small area such as Austin.
His single salary could represent a savings over the stipend of $300
per advisor provided by the TSLP.

4. As the program grows, internships cun be classified into
categories for which specialized federal or private grants can be
obtained. For example, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
(LEAA) funds could be used to finance internships in the criminal
justice ficld. Many of the private foundations in Texas (of which
there are approximately 250) finance only projects in their specific
areas of interest. A complete list of private foundations in the nation,
organized by state, can be found in The Foundation Directory,
which is published periodically by the Russell Sage Foundation in
New York.

5. Although the faculty advisor can contribute significantly to
an internship, the neceds of the intern normally fulfilled by the
advisor could be fulfilled by another participant in the internship.
Then the cost of the faculty advisor would be eliminated but
possibly at the expense of the support of the academic community.
This alternative, of course, should not be considered when academic
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credit is offered for the internship.

Unfortunately, the financial success of the program will depend
to a large degree on the coordinator’s ability to acquire soft funds. If,
however, the program is well enough managed o acquire a positive
reception by the participating units of government, they will be more
willing to contribute a substantial portion of the intern’s stipend and
expenses.

Publicity for a State-wide Program

In order to expand the TSLP to include more college students
and units of state and local government as well as the CoG’s, some
publicity vehicle must be developed by the program’s administrative
office. Several options are available and, as the program develops, all
of them will probably be used as nceded.

First, a brochure describing the program can be printed. The
brochure can be general in nature and present the objectives,
operation, and potential for learning of the program. In order to be
used more than one or two vears, it should not contain specific
agencies participating in the program or specific stipends offered to
interns. Instead, it can categorize the types of internships offered and
give a range of stipends. This brochure can be the most generally
used publicity vehicle for the program and can be distributed to units
of government as well as to colleges and universities.

Second, a bulletin aimed specifically at college students can be
printed. This bulletin could be distributed to colleges and universities
in the quantitics needed for posting on departmental bulletin boards.
[t should emphasize and sell those points about the progrem in which
college students arc interested, cspecially available stipends and
application procedures.

Third, personal letters from the highest exccutive position in the
office administering the program can be sent to the directors of units
of government at the state, regional, and local levels plus presidents
of the colleges and universities in the state. The letter to the directors
of units of government can emphasize the service aspects of the
program and the letter .o college presidents can emphasize the
learning aspects. Both letters should specify that a single contact
within the unit of government or ihe :ollege be established to
coordinate the program with its administra ive office.

Fourth, and probably most important, will be personal contact



between the program administrator and the potential or existing
participants in the program. As can be seen in the section on my
interviews with state agency directors, personal salesmanship is
probably the most effective means of promoting the philosophy and
operation of an intern program and of avoiding misunderstanding
about its goals. It would be desirable for the program administrator
to talk with college students around the state in classes, seminars, or
assemblies, but it is doubtful whether he could contact a significant
number of them in the period of one or two years. However, this
tactic may work as a method of recruiting students in a special ficld
such as public administration, engineering, or social work.

One of the important functions that can be served by the faculty
advisors or by members of an advisory board is that of publicizing
the program to students and to units of government. Faculty and
advisory board members who are enthusiastic about the program
could greatly expand the number of personal contacts that the
program administrator needs to make and could, through an
understanding of the service-learning philosophy, serve as a valuable
input to the intern sclection process. A majority of the interns in the
1971 program were sclected by faculty members and, realistically,
faculty input to (' = selection process may be the only way to
conduct a program involving a much larger group of interns.

The Selection of Interns and Faculty Advisors

The process of selection of interns and faculty advisors will be
tedious and time-consuming but will be critical to the success of the
program, particularly in its initial phases. I suggest that several
methe Is be used and that the method remain flexible as the program
adapts to changing nceds and structures.

In the 1971 program, both interns and faculty advisors were
selected by the directors of the host CoG’s with some help from the
DPC staff. This method of seclection encouraged the opening of
channels of coramunication between the CoG and the colleges and
universitics of each participating region. Since the development of
such linkages is a potential goal of the intern program, that
development should be continued. It also seems logical that the
selection of interns and faculty advisors for internships in units of
local government could be accomplished in a similar manner with the
same potential goal in mind.
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ft may, however, be stretching the potential goal too far if one
cxpects units of state government to contact and select their own
interns and faculty advisors. Since most internships in units of state
government will be served in Austin, the expenses and time involved
in the recruitment and selection process could discourage agency
directors from committing their agency to the program. Therefore,
the program administrator should accept the responsibility of
recruiting potential participants in state agency internships. The
recruitment process for ecach agency should be agreed upon, prior to
its being accomplished. by the agency supervisor and the program
administrator. Agreement should be rcached on the general nature of
the project, the academic background and other qualifications of the
desired intern, the desirability of the participation of a fuculty
advisor, and whether the project is suitable for academic credit (if so,
the participation of a faculty advisor will probably be essential). With
these criteria agreed upon, the program administrator can then
provide the agency supervisor with scveral candidates for the
internship and final selection could then be made by the supervisor
after interviewing cach candidate.

The program administrator would lcarn of the interest of
students through the application process discussed in the previous
section on publicity. He could interview cach applicant prior to
sending him to an agency supervisor for ftinal sclection bult, if the
progrant becomes very large, this would be a time-consuming and
expensive process. (This personal interview process could be experi-
mented with in the early stages of the program to determine whether
it produced results that arc beneficial to the program.) The selection
process should require only one trip to Austin by the student at his
own expense and shouid occur at least six weeks before the
internship begins.

Selection of faculty advisors for an internship can be accom-
plished in several ways. It is doubtful whether faculty selection
interviews conducted by the agency supervisor would build support
for the program among potential faculty advisors. Instead, the intemn
could be required to contact a potential faculty advisor prior to his
selection interview with the agency supervisor and, in the event that
the intern is selected by the supervisor, finalize his plans for the
internship with his faculty advisor based on the advice of the
supervisor. This process would assure the sclection of a faculty
advisor with a personal interest in the intern’s development and who
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is familiar with the intern’s background. It would also probably
assure that the faculty advisor teaches in the department in which
the intern is studying and case the process of arranging for academic
credit. It presents, however, the disadvantage of the agency super-
visor’s having to accept the faculty advisor prior to meeting him and
discussing the internship with him. Alternatives include the sclection
of faculty advisors by the program administrator or by the agency
supervisor based on the subject-matter ot the project. In cither case,
the faculty advisor would be familiar with the project but not with
the intern or with the project’s potential for academic credit in the
intern’s curriculum unless, by coincidence, he teaches in the same
school and department in which the intern is studying,

After the program has existed for several years (and assuming
that the participating fac .ty advisors are favorably impresscd with
it), a core of faculty members familiar with the progrant will be
cstablished in schools throughout the state; they can help in
publicizing the program, recommend potential interns and other
faculty advisors, and advise the program administrator as to further
improvements in the program. This scems to be the case with other
established intern programs and is a *“‘growing” phase that the TSLP
must go through in its cstablishment and institutionalization.
Selection of qualified interns will be, then, somewhat dependent on
the contacts developed among faculty members, the prograin
administrator, and directors of units of government in the state and
should remain flexible enough to allow for any combination of
individuals and prccesses that can be beneficial to the program.

Academic Credit and Internships

SREB recommends that academic recognition be accorded to the
intern’s experience, As | have defined internship and service-learning,
the intern program should be an extension of, il not a required part
of, the cducational process. Most college administrators seem to feel
that actual experience should be incorporated into this process. It
should not be difficult, then, to promote the idea of academic credit
or recognition for internships. Indeed, the most difficult problem
might be that of working out the details associated with offering
credit in an o[f-campus situation.

Academic credit for internships may be offered cither directly or
indirectly. Using the full-time summer internship as an example, the
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two methods might work as tollows. Direct credit could be offered
for a structured program in which the intern produces a report or
serics of reports mecting pre-established requirements set forth by
the faculty advisor and agreed upon by the agency supervisor. The
intern’s grade would depend primarily upon the quality of his
report(s), as judged by the faculty advisor. The amount of credit
could vary from three to nine hours (a light to moderate summer
load) depending upon whether the intern spent part or all of his
mternship on preparation of the report(s). The direct credit situation
would require an agreement made prior to the internship between
faculty advisor and agency supervisor on a program that provided
both a learning experience and a needed service to the agency. The
direct credit method would probably require the student to register
(und pay tuition) for a summer course which _ould be called an
internship. or, more in tine with a number of such courses offered in
colleges today. a special problems course.

Indirect credit could be granted to a student who has served an
internship by requiring him to write a report about some aspect of
his summer work during subsequent semesters. This credit could
again be granted through @ special problems course or through
thesis or professional report for which the data was gathered during
the internship. (One TSLP intern doing graduate work in torestry is
using the regional solid waste inventory he developed during the
summer as basic data for his thesis.) Under this indirect method of
granting credit, “he intern would not have to register and pay tuition
and. depending on the nature of the required work, may not require
as close cooperition between faculty advisor and agency supervisor
as the direct s.ethod.

Comments on the 1971 Texas Service-Learning Program

Sceveral important factors contributed to the initial suceess of the
TSLP. A majority of the narticipating CoG’s were relatively new, had
a4 number of projects which they were interested, and usually
lacked the fulldtime st needed to pursue those projects. Most of
the interns were treated as staff members, and their contribution to
the work of the CoG was considered as important as the work of the
professional staff. Another important factor was the close proximity
of faculty advisors to the CoG offices which produced in many casces
a working relationship amony the program participants that would be
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difficult to duplicate in internships located in arcas away from
students® colleges and universities.

Two conferences which brought the interns together to discuss
their projects, mutual problems, and personal observations were also
important to the program.

Several problems surfaced during the pilot program which must
be addressed by the administrator of a future program. The
relationship ot the intern to his Yaculty advisor wis not a productive
one in all cases. This problem resulted from the distance between the
advisor’s and intern’s offices, personality contlicts or, as in one case,
respe nsibilities assigned the intern by his faculty advisor which were
beyond the scope of his project and contrary to program guidelines.
While the selection and matching of projects, interns and faculty
advisors in the pilot program was a problem, the process was more
successtful than it might have been given the short period of time in
which it was accomplished (approximately one month). Payment of
student and faculty stipends and travel and miscellancous expenses
also presented some problems in the pilot program because of
administrative delays and wide variations in project expenses.

The pilot TSLP conducted during the summer of 1971 was at
least uas successful as was hoped for by the Division of Planning
Coordination. Response of the interns te ‘he program was almost
entirely positive and enthusiastic. Response of the CoG directors as
reflected in their letters and comments about the program and their
requests for continuation of the program and expansion into ore
regional councils was just as positive. Letters from faculty advisors
have been favorable and have offered a number of suggestions for
improvement. Although SREB's participation and guidance in the
pilot prozrim was invaluable and to a great degree responsible for its
succeess, the consensus among those of us who worked with the
program scems to be that with the experience gained this sununer the
DPC staff is now capable of conducting the entire program in the
future.



Virginia Resource Development Internship Program—
Summer 1970

State Council of Higher Education for Virginia

Between April and June the State Council of Higher Education for
Virginia initiated a program which placed forty-three students in
responsible, well-planned jobs with a wide variety of public-service
agencies. Over the summer, the students worked on problems ranging
from environmental planning to cost-accounting systems. Their work
and the reports they wrote on their findings provided much-needed
help to the host agencies and unique educational experience for the
students.

At a time when students are allegedly losing faith aud interest in
social institutions, it is the experience of the Virginia program that a
great many students are enthusiastically trying to work with these
institutions, that the institutions are benefiting from the students’
work, and that the students are learning from the experience.

In developing its own program, the State Council worked in close
cooperation with institutionally based programs at the University of
Virginia, Lynchburg College, Virginia Polytechnic Institute, and
Virginia Military Institute. By combining financial and administrative
resources, both the state and the individual institutions accomplished
more than either could have done alone.

To support the program the State Council supplemented state
funds with direct and indirect contributions from the host agencies,
the Southern Regional Education Board (SREB), the Tennessee
Valley Authority, the College Work-Study Prograin, the Economic
Development Administration, and the Office of Education.

Goals and Structure

The Virginia Fesource Development Internship Program has
three objectives:

', to provide competent and highly motivated student

This report of Virginia's pilot servic: learning program was nublished by the Siate Council
of Higher Education for Virginia in the fall of 1970.
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Virginia Resource Development Internship Program—
Summer 1970

State Council of Higher Education for Virginia

manpower to public-service agencies;

2. to provide college and graduate students with well-defined,
responsible public-service work that will enhance their education-
al and personal development;

3. to establish links between institutions of higher learning and
public-service agencies.

In the Virginia program each student works with a public-service
agency on a project-oriented, committee-directed job. That is to say,
the student’s work centers on a specific area of responsibility, a
pruject, which is defined by the host agency. Each project supported
by the Virginia program must be useful to the agency, intellectually
and personally challenging to the student, and capable of being
¢C upicted in ten to twelve weeks. The intern is expected to produce
a written report on some aspect of his internship.

Each intern is guided bty a committee consisting of a representa-
tive from the host agency, a faculty counselor from a cooperating
university, and, where possible, a third member who is familiar with
the problems involved but who has a slightly different perspective
from the other members. Initially, the committee reviews the project
with the intern and insures that it and the report are useful to the
agency and educationally stimulating to the student. When the intern
begins work on the project, the host agency provides whatever direct
supervision may ce necessary. The committee does not supervise the
student, but individua’ members are available to him for consultation
and for contirmation that his work is meeting appropriate agency
and academic standards. Interns are, nevertheless, expected to show
considerabls initiative and self-direction in planning and completing
their projects and reports.

This administrative arrangement is designed t;° meet the pro-
gram’s objectives by insuring that the inferests of each party involved
in a project will be met. The agency expects help and the student
expects a responsible, stimulating job. If either one or the other does



not gain the benefits he expects, he is unlikely to provide the effort
an:! enthusiasm nzcessary for anyone to gain from the project.

The agency can be sure that the intern will be usefu) because the
agency plays the essential role in defining what the intern’s project
and report will be. The Virginia program does not infringe on the
agency’s responsibility to determine what the agency problems are
and how they can best be solved. The agency also makes the final
.decision on what student it will hire und has day-to-day supervision
over him once he is hired. The program will help the agency find
students to interview, but the agency makes the final selection and
sets standards for his performance. Finally, the agency receives the
indirect, and sometimes direct, benefits of the faculty counsclor’s
expertise. Although such service to the agency is not the primary role
of the faculty counselor, the intern is likely to perform better in his
everyday tasks if he has someone io help him understand where
exactly he is going, why he is trying to get there, and how his agency
work relates to problems and ideas he has considered in an academic
setting.

The student can reasonably expect a responsible, useful, and
challenging job because the program does not support projects which
fail to meet this description. The agency outlines what it wants done,
bui we make the final decision on whether we will help them do it.
(Even in those cases where the agency’s needs are not appropriate to
tie requirements of our program, we may help the agency find an
interested student.) The student’s educational interests are also niet
by the provision of a faculty counselor. Weckly conversation with
the counselor should prevent the student from becoming so
enmeshed in daily problems that he loses sight of what he is trying fo
do and, more important, why he is trying to do it. He is helped in
making connections between what he is learning on the job and what
he has already heard in more abstract terms in the classroom. Finally,
we insist on a written report from the student. The report forces the
student to take the difficult and educationally important step from
merely understanding a problem to putting it in writing in such a
way that his ideas are understandable and useful to someone else.

The final objective—links between college and public service—is
not essential to the success of cach project but is one of the greatest
potential benefits from the program as a whole. There are already
individuals both in colleges and ir service agencies who recognize the
mutual benefits that occur wher: these two types of institutions work

together. The internship program triesj
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together. The internship program tries *o encourage and provide
channels for these people, at the same tim @ trying to convincee others
that these benefits do exist. Beyond the use of the faculty counselor
there is nothing in the structure of the program to insure that links
arce ecstablished between college and agency. If, however, the two
preceding objectives are achieved, such links seem to develop as a
matter of course. ‘

Development, Operation, and Benefits
of the Virginia Program

The Virginin Resource Development Internship Program is in
outgrowth of concern that Virginia has not been taking full
advantage of federal College Work-Study funds. In October 1969 the
General Professional Advisory Committee requested the Resources
and Development Advisory Committee to explore ways in which the
state might increase its use of available work-study funds. This
investipation began with a survey of current work-study programs in
other states. After reviewing a number of existing program models
and some original proposals, the committee recommended initiation
of a program similar to the highly successful Resource Development
Internship Project conducted by the Southern Regional Education
Board (SREB). In addition to utitizing work-study funds, the SREB
project made use of other federal money and. what is more
important, offered more to both student and agency than any of the
other proposals considered. Using the experience and advice of
SREB, the state council developed its own progran.

The actual operation of the Virginia program began in the latter
part of April when a full-time ficld representative was hired and a
budget proposal was submitted.

Fui s for the internship program came from three general
sources: federal funds ullocated to the SREB, federal funds available
through individual cducational iisututions which were developing
local internship programs in cooperation with the state program, and
state muatching funds from Items 496 and 498 of the 1968-70
Appropriations Act.

SREB committed funds and some staff assistance to the
development of the Virginia program. Since these funds had been
obtained from the Economic Development Administration and the
Tennessee Valley Authority, they were matched by state funds. The
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Virginia Program also made use of feederal funds allocated to
individual cducational institutions. The University of’ Virginia and
Lynchburg College had, in previous summers, worked individually
with SREB on the development of institutionally based internship
programs similar to the one being initiated by the state. As part of
their programs, these two institutions had roughly $37,000 in federal
work-study and Title I funds earmarked for internship developmer *
in the summer of 1970, These institutions agreed to work with the
state program, and the state matched $25,000 of their federally
provided money.

This $25,000 of state money was cssential to the de ~lopment of

the program because of the nature of the federal funds “volved. If
the University of Virginia and Lynchburg College had been cestricted
to sol¢ reliance on their federal funds, their programs v ould have
been limited to those students who met the work-study requirements
of financial need. Furthermore. the financially cligible students could
have been placed only in those agencies which could afford to pay
the 20 to 24 percent of the student’s salary as required by the
Work-Study Program. On the other hand, with the state funds added
to the previously committed federal money, these institutional
programs had the flexibility necess: ¢y to select students and agencies
on the basis of the contributions they could make to the program
and not solely on their financial situation. In return, as we shall
discuss later, the institutions provided the stat: with extremely
helpful services in identifying internships and interns and handling
payroll and other intern support functions.

In summary, the amount of funding involved in the Virginia
program totaled approximately $55,000.

When the request for state matching funds was approved, the
ficld representative for the program began visiting educational
institutions and public-service agencies in order to arrange individual
internships and to work out the terms of cooperation batween the
state program and institutionally based programs. Between late April
and carly June, the representative visited twenty-four agencies and
twelve colleges throughout the state. The visits covered a broad range

of city, regional. and state agencies and a similarly wide variety of

pubhic and private, two-year. four-year. and graduate cducational
institutions. In addition to these visits, the program began in
mid-May receiving a number of unsolicited requests for interns. By

late May, it vras apparent that the demand by agencies and students -
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for this type of program was considecable and that, bad more time
and staff been available, the program could have involved at least
twice as many interns.

Because of these restraints of time and budget. the program
depended heavily on the coopeiation of individual institutions that
were developing their own programs. In addition to the previously
mentioned cooperation with the University of Virginia and
Lynchburg College, the Virginia program provided advice and limited
financial help to programs at Virginia Polytechnic Institute and
Yirginia Military Institute. In rcturn the institutions undertook much
of the time-consuming cffort of working out individual internships
with interested students and agencies. They also helped identify
faculty counseclors and undertook the adminisirative functions of
paying and otherwise supporting many of the interns. All this was
done in addition to the commitment to the program of work-study
and other institutionally administered tunds.

By the middle of June there were forty-two interns in projects
which met the requirements of and were administercd by the state
program. In addition, the state program was also wholly or partially
responsible for the hiring or support of at least forty other students
in similar or related programs.

The cost to the state of supporting a program of this size for the
summer can be tabulated as follows:

Institutional support:

University of Virginia $8.,900

Virginia Polytechnic Institute 9,000

Virginia Military Institute 1,500

Lynchburg College 6,000
Total $£25.400
Intern stipends $10,300
Faculty stipends and travel 1,300
Seminars 1.600
Administration 3,900
Youth Advisory Council 3,500
Miscellancous 500
$46,500

The funds listed under *“‘Institutional Support™ were those
provided by the st.te and administered by the institutions according
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to guidelines established in each case by a letter of agreement
between the state and the institution. As mentioned above. the funds
went primarily to supplenent other funds, suclt as work-study,
available to the institutions for supporting interns. Some of these
funds were also spent on faculty and administrative support. The
intern and faculty stipends listed separately are those administered
directly by the state. The costs of the seminais were incurred in
bringing the interns to Richmond and paying their expenses during a
two-day scries of taiks and discussions on the problems and
opportunitics of internships. Administrative costs include the field
representative’s salary and travel expenses as well as general office
expenses. Although the goals and structure of the Youth Advisory
Council Jdid not correspond exuctly to those of the state program, we
did provide $3,500 to assist in their support. Miscellancous costs
include reproduction of reports required by the state agreement with
SREB and minor unforseen expenses. The remaining funds can be
used to begin deveiopment of a school-year program and of a
program for next summer.

The costs muy be summarized in the simple table given above,
but the benefits are much more difficult to describe. A complete
assessment would require a case study of cach project, but a more
manageable evaluation can be made by citing a few examples of
benefits to agencies, students, and universitics.

At the beginning of the summer, one of the newly staffed
planning district commissions found its limited manpower stretched
“iapossibly thin by a combination of federal and local demands. If
t sderal requirements tor a comprehensive plan could not be met on a
very tight time schedule, essential funds would become unavailable.
If, on the other hand, strong local pressures for land-use control and
environmental planning were not satisfied, public support would be
lost, public support necessary to make effective use of federal funds,
The commission resolved these difficultics by using three interns to
undertake the problems of locul interes{, thus-trecing the pro-
fessional statt to work on the comprehensive plan. Without the
assistance of interns, the commission would have had to locate funds
to hire consultants or another full-time staff member, and cither of
these alternatives would have cost significantly more than was
currently budgeted,

Another agency, coacerned about its growing transportation
costs, used an intern to study possible solutions to this difficulty. In
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ais report the intern made recommendations for a non-profit
interagency transportation system and supported these recommenda-
tions with a review of the advantages and disadvantages of several
administrative and budgetary models. The intern is now serving as
coordinator of an interagency committee working on implementa-
tion of his plan.

The benefits to the students have been both financial and
educaiional, The high proportion of work-study students among the
interns indicates tace role the program played as a source of financial
aid. In addition to the pay, more than half of the interns received
academic credit for their work. Important as they are, pzy and
academic credit are not, however. the major benefits received by the
interns. The interns were only a few of the great many studenis who
arc eager to take advantage of a chance to assume significant
responsibilities in secking solutions to real problems. The interns
have demonstrated this cagerness in a variety of ways. Some have
plans to change their academic majors and at least one intern has
decided on a career in city planning instead of business. Probably the
most striking example of student enthusiasm for the program is the
number of interns who included in their reports specific suggestions
for getting other students involved in similar activitics. One intern is
submitting a curriculum proposal that would allow students to
undertake service-learning interns!ips both during the summer and
during the regular year. If accepred, his proposal would have the
effect of establishing a program like the Virginia internships as a part
of the regular curriculum of his university. Several students are also
using what they have jearned this summer to write ‘“‘how-t0”
booklets to help other students undertake similar work during the
school yeur.

Like the students, the universities involved in the program
derived a varicty of benefits. By supplementing work-study moncey
with state funds. the University of Virginia, for example, was able to
more than double the number of interns in its program. The
university initially located and placed these interns. but once the
actual projects were under way, the state program  provided
assistance by assuming administrative supervision of those University
of Vivginia interns working in accordance with state requirements.
Thus, at the University of Virginia, as at the other institutions,
tiie state and the institutions combined their administrative and
financial resources to achieve what neither could have dene atone.
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The Virginia program also provided a less tangible but equally
important benefit to institutions by offering a well-structured and
academically sound model for off-compus edi:cation. At a time when
a large and growing number of institutions are interested in
expanding education beyond its present heavy dependance on
classroom teaching such a model is particuiarly valuable.

In addition to these benefits that are directly relaied to the
program structure and poals, the Virginia program was also re-
sponsible for a number of indirect benefits to similar or related
programs. For the most part, these indirect tenefits resulted from
the existence of a single program with state-wide interest in the use
of student manpower in public service. As a result the program
tended to become an informal! clearinghouse for ideas and informa-
tion. The exact nature of these indircct benefits is difficult to pin
down, but a few of the clearer-cut examples may be given.

As mentioned ecarlier, the program assisted agencies in finding
students even for those jobs that did not meet the program
requircments. Similarly, it encouraged agencies to adopt a project-
oriented, committee-guided use of students, whether or not they
wished to be a part of the Virginia program. In one city, for example,
the city manager outlined to the program’s ficld representative a
project that the city wanted completed. The field representative
found a faculty member interested in the project and was in the
process of helping the city locate an interested and capable student
when such a student volunteered his services to the city. Since the
faculty member wos also willing to volunteer his help, the city
decided that it couid carry out the project on its own and that
further state assistance or advice was unnecessiry,

Not all of the program’s attempts to interest agencies in
developing their own programs were quite as unplanned as the events
just described. The program and Lynchburg College cooperated in
conducting for agency administrators two Title | Workshops on the
use of student manpower. The first of these workshops was designed
as a training session for those administrators who would be working
with state interns over the summer. The second workshop, held in
late August, was designed to present the Virginia program as an
administrative model and to suggest possible sources of non-state
fundings. This workshop concentrated on administrators from
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agencies not using state interns.

The Virginia program also worked in cooperation with the
Commonwealth Interns and the Governor’s Youth Advisory Council,
Early in the summer a new director was hired to coordinate activities
of the Commonwealth Interns. He discussed with the field repre-
sentative of the Virginia program the program’s administrative model
and specific suggestions based on the experience of the Virginia
program and SREB. Although different goals and structures scp-
arated the two programs in many arcas, there were several arcas of
common interest or of common difficulties where the exchange of
information was helpful to both programs.

When the Governor’s Youth Advisory Council was initiated. the
field representative spent sceveral days assisting in the sclection of
students and in discussions of what problems could be expected and
how the council could best be organized. Again. different goals
precluded the use of common administrative organization. but arcas
of common interest were cxploited on an informal basis. For
example. members of the council along with the Commonwealth
Interns attended the internship seminars arranged and sponsored by
the state nrogram.

The experience of the past summer indicates that the Virginia
program offers important benefits in both the short and long term.
In the short term it provides agencies with capablz and inexpensive
manpower; and it offers the students a summer job with a strong
possibility of receciving academic credit as well as pay. Far more
important. however, are the long-term benefits. Agencies receive
much-necded help in secking solutions to major problems. In the
process they also have the opportunity to provide future public-
service administrators with a kind of training and motivation
unavailable anywhere else. By getting an opportunity to assume
responsibility and to deal with significant problems, the students are
offered a unique chance to giain a real understanding of how
government operates, of its potentials and limitations. At a time
when students are allegedly losing faith and interest in social
institutions, it is the experience of the Virginia program that a great
many students are enthusiastically trying to work with these institu-
tions, that the institutions arc benefiting from the students’ work,
and that the students are learning from the experience.
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Interns for Community Development
in South Carolina

Edward R. Cole and Richard K. Snurthwdite

Introduction
Purpose

Early in 1970, the Commission on Higher Education became
interested in pursuing the feasibility of a state program of internships
for South Carolina. The commission was encouraged in this by the
Southern Regional Education Board (SREB), which had been active
in the internship field since 1967. A group of state and other
agencies which had had interns before or had indicated that they
would be interested in such a program were invited to participate on
a state internship committee. The State Planning and Grants Division
was one of those asked.

As part of its Project P41, a state-wide urban development
manpower project sponsored by the United States Departiment of
Housing and Urban Devclopment, the State Planning and Grants
Division decided to host two interns. Their task entailed: (1) examin-
ing the concept of internships in order to explore its relationship to
state agency and local government manpower nceds. This was their
main goal. (2) Discussing the general concept of internships with
agency heads and local government officials to document their
thoughts and suggestions and to encourage them to sponsor interns
in their agencies when arcas could be identified in which they could
work for the summer of 1971. (3) Determining the feasibility of a
centrally administered state internship program in state and local
government arcas related to urban development for the summer of
1971 and considering and recommending a procedurs for continuing
the development of such a program. During the academic year the
effort would necessarily consist of confirming agency sponsorship,

The authors conducted this study as interns for the State Planning and Grants Division of
the Office of the Governor of South Carolina in cooperation with the South Caroling
Comumission on Higher Education, The report was published in October 1970,
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secking university cooprration, and sccuring students to participate
in such a program.

Orientation

The project began on June 22, 1970, with a short orientation and
information period. This initial period included a study of recent
surveys of state agency and local government situations and was
primarily intended to acquaint the interns with current problems
related to those situations. Also included were interviews with the
various members of the project committee, who were able to render
valuable assis.ance in their particular areas of interest as they related
to community development. Tl . orientation provided a base of
information which familiarized tl . interns with:

1. structures of Jocal gover1 nents. state agencies, and sub-state
districts:

2. myjor problem areas reitad to community Jevelopment in
state agencies and local governiments;

3. officials of these various govermnental entities with whom an
interview concerning a state internship program might best be
conducted;

4. a preliminary look at how a state program of internships
might benefit the governmental components involved;

5. general advice on approaches and method.

Method

From this base of information. the interns formulated a loose
method, which was made flexible in order that it could be modified
as interns received information during their interviews. The pro-
cedural aspects consisted simply of a letter of introduction to a
follow-up interview with » group of sclected stute agencies and local
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governmenis. The primary purpose of thie letter was to inform the
government agencies of the idea of u state internship program and to
start them thinking in terms of incorporating an intern into their
manpower planning for the summer of 1971, This would lead to
thoughts about the project on which the student might work. The
secondary purpose was simply to acquaint the recipients with the
name of the intern from the State Planning and Grants Division who
would contact them regarding the intern program. By foliowing this
simple interview procedure, the interns gathered the information
which is the subject of this report.

The Internship Concept Generally
Some Basic Characteristics of Internships

An attempt to narrowly define the position of the intern might
deprive the position of the flexibility we arc secking to achieve.
Flexibility is necessery for a number, of reasons, the most obvious
being the multifaceted needs of local governments and state agencies
in thie manpower arca. Any attempt to define an intern at this point
is, therefore, io eliminate possible areas in which a student might
work. Some basic characteristics of an internship, however, can be
mentioncd that can be found in a varied number of positions
students can undertake.

1. An internship provides the student with the opportunity to
combine service and learning, His scrvice makes a measurable
contribution to the agency’s efforts to accomplish a necessary
task. Through his cxperiences he becomes familiar with the
purpose and functional apparatus of the agency for which he
works and develops valuable insights and skills.

2. The internship program may prove a4 valuabie avenuc to
sources of needed manpower for state agencies and local
governments, if the scope of the intern’s project is such that he
comes to understand the role of the agency or government and te
consider public service for his career.

3. Participating in an internship program represents 4 com-
mitment on the part of the student, the agency, and the
universi.y to the concept of cooperative education or at least an
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Within these guidelines, a varizty of positions for students might
be found in state and local agencies. The program hopes to encourage
a cross-section of assignments differing in the type of assignment the
student is given and allowing flexibility in the selection and payment
of students, the length of the internship, and academic ceunseling
and credit.

Type of Internship

Presenting internships tend to be one of two types, both aimed at
giving students a scrvice-learning cxperience. The type most com-
monly undertaken oy SREB interns in the past has been projects in
which the student concentrates on one task of importance to the
agency, dacaumulating the skills needed to complete his responsi-
bilities and writing 2 report on his project at the end of his
internchip. Supervision has often been: limited and some inde-
pendence allowed, if not always encouraged. The type of internship
most common in state agencies that have instittited programs is
aimed 2t exposing the student to the range of a department’s
responsibilities. In these programs, students often work for a short
time in a number of areas and receive much direct supervision.
Because of the nature of this type of internship, students arc not
normally required to write a report at the end of their emiployment,
though they are gencrally asked to evaluate their experience during
the summer.

Both types of internship programs can provide valuable service-
learning opportunities to the student. Qne aim of any state program
should be to encourage flexibility and initiative on the sfate agency
or local government’s part in defining the form and content of the
internships they sponsor. Anvy state interaship program initiated next
summer will aim at developing a cross-section of quality assignments.
Lessons learned from comparing the experiences of agencies sponsor-
ing different type internships may prove valuable in determining the
future shape of the state-wide effort.

Timing

Though the length of an SREB internship has usually been twelve
weeks, no reason exists not to encourage shorter or longer programs,
depending on the type cf internship, Ceveral. of the officials
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interviewed expressed interest in internships during the school year.
The present effort to develop an internship program was not begun,
however, at a time that would perimit work on defining or instituting
measures needed to sustain a state-wide school-year internship
program for 1970-7 | in South Carolina.

The Internship Program as It Related to Manpower Planning

The state’s high school, technical education, and college students
compose a source of manpower that is not utilized to its fullest
extert ' employers, including state agencies and local governments.
Accordingly, internship programs may be viewed by the manpower
planner in two ways: they encourage students to fill important roles
during the summer months or part time, and thev familiarize
students with the work performed by an agency or government,
perhaps encouraging them to consider public service as a career.

Participation in a summer intern program may prove particularly
usetul to anagency because:

1. Students represent a source of manpower from which neople
witl, a wide variety of dilferent skills and cducational back-
grounds can be recruited.

2. Students can work on projects of short duration, relieving an
agency of the problem of having to pull a full-time person {rom
his main, continuing responsibility to work on such a project; or
the intern may work on a number of « tremely short projects for
which an agency lacks the manpower to complete within a
limited time and budget.

3. Students are usually fairl* mobile: they can live where work
needs to be done and their schedules can be flexible. They are,
therefore, a relatively inexpensive source of skills.

4. Since the intern’s stipend may be issucd tilrough a state-
centered administrator, the student does not have to be routed
through any of the requirements demanded for full-time
employees.

Findings
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discussed, only two indicated that they were not at all interested in
the program. Two others thought the program was a good idea and
gave their blessings to it, but said their student manpower needs were
adequately taken care of in other ways. The response was over-
whelmingly in favor of the estavlishment of a planning internship
program. The word enthusiastic would be appropriate.

Most of the people interviewed understood very well the concept
of what an intern should be, that is, in relation to the ““project™ or
“measurable contribution™ approach within a service-learning ty pe of
cxperience. Therefore, the program for the stmmer of 1971 should
have projects wlhose content value is very high and with more than
adequate supervision, The people interviewed also exhibited a fine
understanding of their responsibilities to the student in relation to
the learning aspect of his internship.

These men whose responsibility it is to look to the futurc of local
government see local government becoming increasingly important:
they thus feel there is a need for better understanding of it by future
generations—not only by those who will become public employces
but by those who will be private citizens. The need for a planned
program of internships has been established. The need was stressed
by the men interviewed. who realize that South Carolin: must begin
to offer more opportunitics for its young people to learn about the
problems and working of local governments. Local governments must
have mwore munpower in all phases of their operations. A state
internship program could be an important approach in interesting
students in this rapidly expanding field.

Several people indicated an interest in using interns during the
normal school year of September through May. Various local
government components have programs on which a student could
work, but these do not necessarily coincide with the twelve-week
summer period. This may indicate that therc is a growing demand for
sonie form of cooperative education.

Quite a number of these people had, of course, used students

*¢ during the summer in previous years in varying capacitics with

varying degrees of responsibility. The descriptions of what some
students had done in the past met the criteria which have been
established for internships in the state program.

The responsibilities of the student must be primarily to the
employing agency. The host agency must be allowed to interview and
make its personal choice of candidates. The people interviewed
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seemed to think that this point was essential.

The attitude toward students and their ability to make meaning-
ful contributions was good on the whoie. This is obvious when we
consider the overall enthusiasm for the project. Two agencies
indicated that they had nething students could do, and one of the
two stated flatly that students could not make value judgments. The
head of this agency asserted that students could only perform menial
chores.

The main concept to agencies interested in using an intern was
usually funding. The area in which difficulties were encountered can
be limited almosi solely to the municipalities, where the interviews
were conducted with city managers. The maximum amount which a
city could spend at this point is $1,000-1,100. Cities arec mainly
interested in seeing most of the money go to the intern stipend.
Municipalities have little *“slack money” with which an intern could
be paid. Money for an intern would have to be budgeted in most
cases, This means that the city council must approve any expenditure
for an inteon. (This difficulty should be minimal however, since most
of the city managers who were interviewed are willing to recommend
that money for the hiring of an intern be budgeted. One city
manager indicated his city could not afford the program unless fully
or mainly funded with outside funds.) Sub-state districts, planning
commissions, and Model Citiecs Programs shwuld have little or no
problem with funding.

The city managers all secemed to be progressive, sincere, and
dedicated men. They were very practical but seemed to be interested
in the growth and development not only of their own citics, but the
state as well. They were as cooperative a group as one could hope for
in working on a project of this type, They were limited by being
budget-<- ted, but (his is their primary responsibility. City
managers almost invariably also cited the provisions of the South
Carolina Constitution which limit the growth and operations of the
municipalities and counties in the state. Within these limitations they
were, without cxception, willing tn try to participate in the program
by using an intern,

The directors of sub-state districts, seven of whom were
interviewed, were very interested in the program, with the exception
of one. He had no faith at all in student judgment. This was
surprising in light of the enthusiastic response given by the other six.
These sub-state districts seem to be accomplishing the task of getting
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across the idea of regional cooperation in an excellent {ashion. The
city officials of towns in various districts all spoke highly of their
regional commission.

There was some negative reaction to the idea of a faculty
counsclor where there had been a bad experience with a faculty
counselor. Criticisms such as *“‘the counsclor had not been present to
advise the student at all during his internship” or the counsclor was
of no value at all to the intern were voiced. The people interviewed
were very much against paying the faculty counsclor $300 for the
summer. They felt that either the cost should be reduced to around
$100 or the college or university should bear the expense of
providing the academic counselor. Many of the people interviewed,
however, felt that a faculty counseior could be very valnable as a link
with the academic world and as a technical advisor to the student on
specialized types of projects.

State Agencics

The most evident and most often articulated barrier preventing
agencies from making definite commitiments to employ interns was
the problem of funding. Agencies were asked to contribute the direct
cost of the internships, which would be in the range of
$1,200-81,500 per intern. The specific problems and experiences
mentioned included-

1. Agencies “hat have in the past specifically requested funds for
interns have been d- iied their request by the Budget and Control
Board.

2. One agency that planned to pay interns to work on some of
the projects the full-time employees would have undertaken,
from monics allotted to pay personnel which were never hired,
had these funds withdrawn by the Budget and Control Board.
The agency’s assistant director said he would be reluctant to
work on defining possible areas in which interns could work and
to request funds for interns if he could receive no assurance the
request would not be denied again.

3. Several agencics, such as thosc funded by the Office of
Economic Opportunity, are experiencing substaprtial cuibacks in
the monies granted to support their programs.

4. Some agencies tunded by the federal government reccive



grants for projects only 60 to 90 days before the project is to
begin. Although this does not prevent their employing interns in
the projects, it does make it more difficult for the agency to
anticipate the type of intern it may be able to employ.

The Need for a State Program 'of Internships
' in South Carolina

A basic consideration in determining whether a South Carolina
internship program is feasible is: does the need for such a program
exist? The reality of this need was confirmed through discussions
with state agency and local government officials and through a study
of recent reports on the shortage of public sector manpower and
services.

Most state agency and local government officials expressed a
need for more manpower to execute their responsibilities and-most
said they thought that students could help supply the services they
presently lacked. Many of those agencies that did not have at present
a pressing need for more manpower saw the importance of such a
program in encouraging college and TEC students to consider a state
agency career. The role of an internship program in encouraging state
and local government carcers was especially important to those
agencies requiring skill and expertise not emphasized in under-
graduate education; exposure to the agency’s activities might begin
to lend interns with these agencies some understanding of that field.

Studies conducted during the past two years have uncovered the
need on the part of communities for more resources to meet their
problems. In the “South Carolina Local Government Study,” the
articulated needs included aid in housing, crime prevention, fringe
development, finance, the development of natural resources, plan-
ning, the preparation of applications for funds, purchasing, and
management. It was suggested that these needs could be met by
“requests for state assistance’ and increases in local government
manpower. In some cases, these solutions could be read, “by
providing or hiring someone to work full-time at a specific project,”
a position that could well be filled by an intern.




Section III

Evaluation of Service-Learning




Agency Supervisors’ and Faculty Counselors’ Evaluation
of the SREB Internship Program

Huey B. Long

Introduction

By tne spring of 1971 the Southern Regional Education Board
(SREB) internship program, based on cooperative arrangements
amung SREB, institutions of higher learning, and public agenc’.s,

had been in operation for five years. The purpose of this evaluation is

to identify the qualitics that scem to have accounted for the
successes of the internship program during these five years. These fall
into threc categories: (1) the characteristics of the internship proiects

that generated specific, tangible benefits; (2) the characteristics of

the interns themselves; and (3) the characteristics of the sponsoring
agencics. Success as used here is a subjective measure based on the
perceptions of academic counselors and agency representatives
concerning the degree to which the inler.: achieved the project
objectives and the extent of subsequent contributions of the project.

A specific and basic question directing the focus of the
evaluation was, “Have SREB internships made any definite and
observable contributions to the agencies and communities served?”

An evaluation of the SREB Internship Program at this time
11971] appears to be desirable for several recasons. First, the program
appears to be developing a kind of institutional form. Second, no
outside agency has previously critically examined the program.
Third, many of the individuals in supervisory roles in the program
have become victims of thc mobile society.

The implication of the first and tnird reasons for evaluating the
program in 1971 are somewhat related. The individuals who
participated in the program during its formative stages as advisors or
supervisors guided the program into the current framework. Five
years is long enough for the framework to become stabilized, but not

This report was prepared by the Institute of Community and Area Development, University
of Georgia for SREB and published in July 1971 under the direction of Huey B. long,
professor in the Institute.
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Agency Supervisors’ and Faculty Counselors’ Evaluation
of the SREB Internship Program

Huey B. Long

so long as to prevent a modification of the structure, if desired. Yet
many of the advisors and supervisors appear to be moving to other
agencies and locations with increasing speed. Thus, within another
year or fwo it may be impractical to contact such a large number of
advisors and supervisors. Such a time extension would also allow the
structure of the program to become solidified and consequently,
more difficult to modify if desired.

The second reason given above suggests the needa for a critical and
objective view of the program. SREB files contain recommendations,
commendations, and criticisms from individuals associated with the
program. However, it is commonly accepted that the impact of such
reviews may be less than the impact of comments by an independent
agency.

The cvaluation is limited to North Georgia, i.e., that part of the
state lying north and west of a line drawn from Augusta through
Macon to Columbus. This line gencrally follows the geologically
defined “Fall Line” that separates the Piedmont from the Coastal
Plain portion of Georgia. Intern projects lying outside of the
designated area are not included.

Judgments of the agency representatives and academic counselors
constituted the basic data used in the evahiation. No independent
verification of such judgments or perceptions was attempted. It is
assumed that the perceptions and responses of individuals inter-
viewed accurately reflect the general value of the intern program.

This evaluation does not discuss or treat the cducational or
learning value of the internship experience. It is assumed that the
cxperience made valuable contributions to tie student. Measurement
and analysis of such benefits lie beyond the scope of this study and
properly may be an areca worthy of further examination. Further-
more, since the evaluation is primarily directed at the agency and
college dimensions of the program as they relate to intern behavior,
data were not collected from any intern. Locating established
professionals was often difficult and the problem would have been
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greatiy increased by including interns in the data collection activity.

A further restriction concerns the intern project index. Only
those intern projects in the designated geographic arca that were
included in the index provided by SREB were considered. For
example, some respondents indicated that they had worked with
interns not listed in the material provided by SREB. In such cases,
these intern projects were not included or discussed in the
evaluation,

Terminology used in the report is gencrally straightforward and
based on common usage. There are, however, a few terms that may
need clarification. These terms are: agency representative, academic
counselor, college, and intern project.

Agency reprrsentative or AR is the term used to refer {o an
employee of the organization employing the intern. The AR is
generally the person who directly supervised the intern’s activities. In
a few cases, such as when the original supervisor was no longer
available, another knowledgeable person emple.ed by the agency
was the respondent.

The term academic counselor or AC is used to refer to the
faculty member of a college or university who provided academic
guidance to the intern.

College is used as an inclusive term to refer also to universities.
The term intern project is used in the report to refer to specific work
activities of students placed in the employing agencies. Intern
prqjects are individually enumerated in this report whereas individual
interns arc not. For example, there are 101 intern projects in the
population, but since some interns served more than one internship
during the five year period, fewer than 101 individuals were involved.

Evaluation Procedures

As one of the first systematic efforts to assess certain dimensions
of the SREB Internship Program by an outside agency, the
evaluation may properly be of great value to future studies of the
program. Consequently, the evaluation procedures adopted bear the
characteristics of a pilot study.

The procedure was designed to provide information on the
program from two sources, ACs and ARs. Due to the thrust of the
evaluation, it was believed desirable to obtain more interview data
from ARs than ACs on as many intern projects as possible. As a
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measure of cross-validation, an effort was also made to secure data
on a number of intern projects from both ACs and ARs. For
example, on an intern project titled Open Space Study. data were
obtained from the AC and AR.

There was no way to determine how many ACs or ARs may have
left their places of empleyment until after the evaluation was
initiated. Therefore, no mugic percentage or quota was set. The
design primarily called for a 100 percent contact (with 2l available
potential respondents). The results suggest that such a oal was
satisfactorily achieved.

Interview procedures were designed to probe for two levels of
data. The first Jevel concerned specific inte-a projects while the
second level concerned the program in general.

The population fiom which the sample was drawn was limited te
the population included in the materials furnished by SREB. The
design suggested that the population and subsequent sample may be
best treated within the following classification framework: (1) agen-
cies; (2) agency representatives; (3) academic counselors; (4) interns:
and (5) locations.

The agency population contained three kinds of agencies that
were classified according to sixteen categories. Area Planning and
Development Commissions (APDCs} formed a majority of the
sixteen categories. It thus followed that the nine APDCs placed the
largest number of intern projects (66) and had the largest number of
potential respondents.

Special mobility, physical limitations, and conflicting schedules
precluded the possibility of interviewing all of the potential
respondents. However, every reasonable effort was made to obtain u
100 percent sample in all categories. Table 1 illustrates the
population distribution and the number and percent of the categories
represented ir the final tabulation.

Findings

The respondents were requested to describe each intern project
in terms of how much it contributed to the agency mission. Table 2
reproduces the question and a tabulation of the responses.

Table 2 reveals a phenomenon that was reflected in several areas
of the evaluation: ARs tended to rate the activities more favorably
than did ACs. The possible reasons lor this difference will be
discussed later.
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41 53 94
1.68 2.59 2.36

The combined quantified measure of the response is a mean
source of 2.36 on a 4-point scale.

One possible mecasure of the success of an intern project is the
degree to which the project objectives were achieved. Accordingly.
the respondents were requested to make & judgment concerning
whether or not the interns achieved the project objectives. Table 3 is
based on the responses to that question.

TABLE 3

Perceptions of Intern Project Objective Achievement

Total Was Objective Achieved?
Respondent Evaluation Yes Partially No Unknown
Class Responses N N N N
AC 46 32 3 6 5
AR _ 54 39 5 10 0
Combined
data 100 IA 8 16 5

One hundred responses were provided by respondents. These
responses do not include all intern projects. Eight projects were not
assessed by either kind of respondent, and twenty-six projects were
assessed by both the AC and the AR. All others were rated by a
respondent of only one class. In the twenty-six projects assessed by
both the AC and the AR, agreement existed in seventeen casecs. There
was no particular pattern cvident in the respondents’ judgments on
the remaining nine projects.

A substantial number of the ARs and a smaller number of ACs
discussed speci‘ic benefits that accrued to the community or agency
as a result of specific intern projects. The benefits reported by the
respondents may be classified according to: (1) administrative
benefits to the agency; (2) dircet “brick and mortar” benefits to the
local communities; and (3) a combination of the above.

The benefits cited by the respendents varied from *‘the project
helped us meet a statutory or legal requirement,” “‘as a result of the
project a federal grant has heen reccived,” to “the intern did a good
job for us that we needed having done, but could never scem to have
the manpower to put on it.”
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ACs and ARs gencrally perceived the internship program to be of
value. The ACs appeared to be less enthusiastic about the program
than the agency personncl. Table 4 reports the responses of both
kinds of respondents.

Data in Table 4 continue to reflect the difference in perceptions
of ACs and ARs. The quantified mecan score for the program
provided by ACs was 3.09 comparec with 3.86 by the ARs. A grand
mean of 3.61 on a 5-point scale places the overall assessiment well
toward the favorable end of the scale.

Seventy-two percent of the academic counselors and 79 percent
of the agency representatives selected the two highest ratings
possible. Of the combined total of respondents, 77 percent selected
the highest possible ratings. Conversely, 24 percent of the ACs and 8
percent of the ARs selected the two lowest ratings. Of the combined
total of respondents, 15 percent selected the lowest passible ratings.

Question 20 in the interview schedule provided the respondents
with an opportunity to weigh the benefits to the agency against the
costs of the program to the agency. These costs were direct and
indirect. Examples of the direct costs include the salary of the intern,
travel expenses, and report publication costs. Indirect costs included
the time required of regular staff members to supervise and provide
guidance or assistance, clerical assistance, and work space. Table S
reports the findings.

The ACs were not as noncommital as the data indicate. Many of
the ARs were interviewed with a second-gencration interview
schedule that did not contain the question in explicit terms. The
value of the data is not greatly diminished by that fact. however,
since the tirrust of the question concerned the value to the agency.

Of the ARs interviewed, eighteen believed the internship program
to be of a net positive value, five believed the program to be of
negative value, An example of the feelings of the latter is, **We could
have employed a full-time staff member to do the job and would
have obtained a better report at less cost.”

Ideally, a project director might strive for 100 percent success
with 101 projects- but even in such a case it is expected that some
would be better than others. The SREB internship program was not
perceived as an *“ideal”; otherwise the evaluation would not have
been requested, Therefore, it was assumed that some projects woul.,
be found on the negative end of the scale.

However, before™ presenting the findings, several obscrvations

TAj
Rating of the SREB intern

How would you describe the SREB
Internship Project?

a. Of no value to our agency ~

b. Of limited value to our agency and {
little value to students

c. Of limited value to our agency and ¢
great value to students

d. Valuable to our agency and of limitd
value to students

e. Valuable to our agency and valuablée
to students

f Of great value to our agency and tc
students

(Total Respondents)
(Means)

"Two counselors did not respond t

TAB

Perceptions of
SF.EB Internship Pr
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Responses Benefit
N
23 ACs 6
28 ARs 18
51 Total 24
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TABLE 4

Rating of the SREB Internship Project by Respondents

How wouid you describe the SREB

Internship Project? ACs ARs QOverall

a. Of no value to our agency 0 1 1
b. Of limited value to our agency and of a

little value to students 5 1 6
c. Of limited value to our agency and of

great value to students 1 2 3
d. Valuable to our agency and of limited

vilue to students 4] 1 1
e. Valuable to our agency and valuable

to students 13 15 28
f. Of great value to vur agency and to

students 2 8 10

(Total Respondents} 21° 28 49
(Means) 3.09 3.86 3.61
" Two counselors did not respon to this question.
TABLE 5
Perceptions of Net Value of the
SREB Internship Program To the Agency
Net
Positive Net
Responses Benefit Negative Noncommital
N N N

23 ACs 6 3 14
28 ARs. 18 5 5
51 Total 24 8 19
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concerning efforts to describe a project as *successful™ or “unsuc-
cessful™ appear to be in order. There appear to be several different
dimensions or criteria for sticeess. The first one, placed beyond the
scope of this study, concerns the contribution of the experience to
the development of the intern. The second concerns the question of
achieving project objectives. For example, a student may have
achieved the project objectives but the project ended with the report.
Two such examples come to mind: A student produced the desired
data; in other words, he met his project objectives but because his
project could not be implemented without additional organizational
funds the project has remained in limbo. In another example, an
agency head with little or no interest in an intern’s project replaced
the administrator who originally developed the project. As soon as
the intern completed the project it was forgotten in that agency.
However, the AC reports that agencies in other arcas have tound the
report useful. A third dimension concerns the program structure. For
example, one intern’s project was setting up a library. The intern did
that and the project received the highest possible score (4) from the
AR. But the intern failed to submit a written report and the AC
therefore gave the project a score of *“17,

According to data reported in Table 3, sixteen of the one
hundred projects failed to achicve their objectives. Attention will
first be directed toward those projects. First, it should be noted that
of the sixteen projects, only two were judged as not achicving
objectives by both advisors. There was disagreement among the
advisors on several of the projects.

Of the sixteen projects that failed to achieve planned objectives,
three were conducted by females and six by graduate students. Thus,
approximately 20 percent of these projects were carried out by
females, while 11 percent of the projects evaluated were by females.
Of the failing projects. 40 percent were carried out by graduate
students. while 55 percent of the projects evatuated were by graduate
students.

Eleven ol the projects that failed to achieve objectives were
placed in APDCs. Thus, approximately 70 percent of the failing
projects were placed in APDCs: ten of the eleven were performed for
APDCs while one of the eleven was performed for an OEO-CAA
agency. Of the projects evaluated, 65 percent were placed in APDCs.

Reasons given by the respondents tor the failure of the intern
projects to achieve the planncd objectives are varied. However, five
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sixteen projects in the five categorics is as
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general categories appear tn be appropriate. Distribution of the
sixteen projects in the five categorices is as follows:

1. Projeet design flaws and student ability —4
2. Personal problems and lack of interest—4
3. Failure to complete Jhe project—4

4. Intern left—3

5. Lack of agency guidance-1

The interview was structured to sccure a description of the kind
of project and related activities that appeared to contain the best
possibilitics for successful completion. Many qualifying remarks
cloud the area but generally it appears that successful projects reflect
several of the following characteristics:

1. The project was carried out by a student with a high
grade-point average.

2. The project was in the student’s academic area of interest.

3. The student was mature.

4. The AR provided good supervision.

5. The project was mcaningful.

6. The project did not require complex manipulation and
interpretation of data.

7. The project often consisted of obtaining and compiling
existing data in a different form.

There was considerable difference of opinion concerning field
interviewing and coordination of activitics with other agencies.

The sceventy-five projects included in the evaluation can be
classified according to ten Kkinds of projects: crime, economic
development. economic labor, governmental, housing. information,
land-use, recrcation, and miscellaneous. Table 6 reveals how the
projects in the ten categories were rated by the respondents.

The seventy-five projects were rated by ninety-three respondents.
The average cumulative rating for a'l projects on a 4-point scale was
2.6. Thirty-cight ACs’ ratings produced an average score of 2.6 and
fifty-six ARs’ responses yiclded an average score of 2.7.

According to the cumulative average, social, recreation, and
rime-related projects (with the exception of the three miscellaneous
projects) were most helpful to the agencies. Conversely, projects
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TABLE 6

Rating by Nature of intern Project

Total Cumulative AC AC AR AR
Kind of Project Projects Rating Rating Rate Rating Rate Rating Rate
N N Mean N Mean N Mean
Land-use, zoning,

& landscape 7 29 10 29 4 3.0 6 28
Crime 3 9 3 30 2 3.0 1 3.0
Economic

development 10 38 15 25 7 3.1 8 20
Employment,labor 5 8 6 1.3 4 15 2 1.6
Recreation 5 21 7 30 4 28 3 3.3
Governmental 22 64 25 26 6 2.3 19 26
Social 11 37 12 3.1 4 2.8 8 3.3
Housing 5 21 9 23 4 2.3 5 24
Information 4 12 5 26 2 1.5 3 30
Miscellaneous 3 B 2 40 1 4.0 1 4.0

Totals 75 247 94 26 38 26 56 2.7

devoted to employment and labor and to housing were Ieast helpful.

The ACs’ rating diffeoed from the composite. Projects concerned
with crime remained high but recreation and social projects were
replaced by land-use and economic development projects. The ARs’
strong ratings for crime, recreation, and social projects appear to
have influenced the composite rating sufficiently to overcome the
lower score given by the ACs.

Table 7 provides an additional breakdown of ratings by sex and
class standing. Projects conducted by males and undergraduates
received higher composite scores than did the females or graduates.
The ACs rated the projects by females at a low score of 1.6
compared with a 2.6 score for males. ARs ranked projects by male
students highest, 3.5, while a score of 2.8 was given to cach of the
other three categories.

The govern'iental classification contains twenty-one projects.
Because of the variation among projects in this category, and because
of a perceived pattern, the governmental classification was further

examined. Table 8 contains some ¢
additional analysis.

Twenty-five ratings by respa
twentv-two projects. Of these, siy
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Males 20
Undergraduates 14
Graduat.s 8
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Rating Rating Rate Rating Rate Rating Rate
> N Mean N Mean N  Mean
29 10 29 4 3.0 6 28
9 3 30 2 3.0 1 3.0
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examined. Table 8 contains some of the data generated through the
additional analysis.

Twenty-five ratings by respondents were provided for the
twenty-two projects. Of these, six, or 25 percent of the projects,

TABLE 7

Mean Ratings by Classification

ACs ARs Total
N Mean N Mean N Mean
Female 5 1.6 a 2.8 14 2.5
Male 32 2.8 34 3.6 66 3.2
Undergraduate 19 26 26 28 45 2.7
Graduate 20 2.3 29 2.8 49 2.6
TABLE 8

Governmental Studies and Interns by Sex and Class

Cumulative
Projects Rating Rating

N N N Mean

Financial capability
studies 12 34 15 2.3
Other projects 10 30 10 3.0
Females 2 4 2 2.0
Males 20 60 23 2.6
Undergraduates 14 38 15 25
Graduates 8 26 10 2.6

received the maximum score of 4. Three received the minimum score
of 0 and three could not be recalled by the respondents. The kind of
project that appears to ha ¢ a low probability of success is the
financial capability study. Since over one-half of the projects in the
governmental classification are of this kind, such a probability secms
to be important. Furthermore, five of the APDCs supervised interns
in such projects.



There is a possibility that other variables influenced the relatively
low performance on the financial topics. The four projects receiving
the high scores were all in two APDC arcas. The other cight were
distributed smong three other APDCs. Thus, it appears that if an
intern in the Coosa, Lower Chattahoochee Valley, or Oconee APDC
arcas undertook a financial capability study, the odds against success
were great.

The possibility of a project-agency interaction that may have
altected the score or the accomplishment of an intern project

TABLE 9

Ratings of Intern Projects by Agencies

Total Projects AC AR  Combined
Kind of Agency Projects Rated Average Average Rating
N N
Central Savannah River APDC & 3 20 4.0 3.0
Chattahoochee-Flint APDC 6 1 4.0 none 4.0
Coosa Valley APDC 1 7 2.7 26 26
Georgia Mountains Planning &

Development Commission 8 6 3.6 3.6 3.6
Lower Chattahoochee Valley

APDC 5 5 27 20 2.3
Middle Georgia Area -

Planning Commission 7 3 25 none 25
Northeast Georgia APDC 17 17 2.3 1.6 2.0
North Georgia APDC 2 2 3.0 4.0 37
Oconee APDC 6 5 27 14 19
Atlanta Model Cities 3 3 20 3.0 28
Atlanta Region Metropolitan

Planning Commission 7 5 none 30 3.0
Augusta College 3 3 none 4.0 4.0
Coastal Plains Regional

Commission 2 2 none 25 25
Department of Labor 3 3 20 20 2.0
OEO agencies 9 5 .5 3.7 24
Miscellaneous 8 5 35 4.0 3.6

Totals 101 75 2.6 2.7 2.6
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4 3 2.0 4.0 3.0
6 1 4.0 none 4.0
11 7 2.7 2.6 26
8 6 3.6 3.6 3.6
5 5 2.7 2.0 2.3
7 3 25 none 25
17 17 2.3 1.6 20
2 2 3.0 4.0 3.7
6 5 7 14 1.9
3 3 20 3.0 28
7 5 none 3.0 3.0
3 3 none 4.0 4.0
2 2 none 25 25
3 3 2.0 20 20
9 5 .5 3.7 24
8 5 3.5 4.0 3.6
01 75 26 2.7 26

appears to be worthy of examination, Table 9 provides information
that is useful in such an examination.

Sixteen classifications of agencies appear appropriate for analysis.
Three agencies appear to have served as the home of intern projects
that received conspicuously high ratings—the Chattahoochee-Flint
APDC, the Atlanta Model Cities. and the North Georgia APDC.
Unfortunately. data from cach of these agencies may not be as
reliable because the Chattahoochee-Flint score concerns only one
project and the North Georgia score concerns only two projects. The
Atlanta Model Cities score is based on three projects and may be
more acceptable than the other two. The next agency, which docs
have greater possibilities for reliability, is the Georgia Mountains
APDC.

Low mean scores were given to projects in the Oconce APDC, the
Department of Labor (Georgia State Employment Service Office in
Athens and Atlanta), and the Lower Chattahoochee Valley APDC.

Data is not sufficient to conclude that an agency-project
interaction existed, but neither is data sufficient to disprove the
possibility. The fact that two of the agencies reporting low success
scores were also two agencies that housed students working on
financial capability studies is sufticient evidence to suggest greater
carc in project definition within the two agencies.

There appear to be three major areas related to the achievement
or contribution of intern projects. These three areas are (1) intern
characteristics, (2) supervisory characteristics, and (3) activity char-
acteristics. Profiles of the identified desiruble characteristics in cach
of the above three areas based on interview responses arc provided
below.

Twenty-one intern characteristics were provided for the re-
spondent to select from. Each respondent was tree to sclect as many
as 2 believed to be of importance.

Six of the characteristcs appear to have been perceived as being
significantly more important than the others to the AC. Listed in
order (with the percent oi selections) they are:

1. The intern should be able (o express himself with the written
word—91 percent.

2. The intern should be able to express himscelf orallv—77
percent.

3. The intern should be able to “vork well on independent
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projects—77 percent.

4. The intern should be self-directed—73 percent.

5. The intern should be able to meet people with confidence—73
percent.

ARs selected similar characteristics:

1. The intern should be able to express himself with the written
word—81 percent.

2. The intern should be self-directed —81 percent.

3. The intern should be able to express himself orally—78
percent.

4. The intern should be able to meet people with confidence—78
percent.

One of the possible supervisory characteristics was selected by
the AC as being of greater importance. The AC believes that it is best
to provide the intern with a broad framework within which to work
with periodic evaluation and direction based on project development.

The AR sclected three supervisory characteristics as being of
great importance. They are:

1. Involve the intern in staff activities sufficiently to make him
appear to be a regular staff member—78 percent.

2. Select the intern project prior to the intern’s arrival—78
percent.

3. Provide the intern with a broad framework wichin which to
work, periodic evaluation, and direction based on project
development—74 percent.

E'even activity characteristics provide a selection base from
which the respondents selected the most important activity charac-
teristics. However, the selection distribution among both groups of
respondents was such that no one characteristic appeared significant-
fy more important than the others. In contrast, it appears that the
AGCs Dbelieved that the activity should not be limited to the agency
mission or files, whereas the ARs and ACs believed that the activity
should not be theoretical or abstract. Many respondents made
qualifying remarks when sclecting from each of the profile areas.
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ction distribution among both groups of

General Observations

In addition to the structured questions discussed by the
respondents, an opportunity was provided for general observation
that the respondents might wish to make. Observations that appear
to be pertinent to the evaluation are reported in the following pages.
Observations are reported unchanged; no attempt is made in the
report to justify, explain, or moderate the statements. The value of
the statements appears to reside in the fact that the observations
reflect the impression of the respondents. Furthermore, several of
the respondents offered opinions that were exactly opposite from
opinions held by their colleagues. .

The role of the AC in the program appeared to be the major area
of concern of ACs; 18 of 75 recorded statements were in some way
rclated to this topic. Observations varied from recommending greater
project control to specific suggestions of AC tasks. Generally, it
appears that many of the ACs were uncomfortable in their roles. The
uncasiness appears to come from several sources: (1) value conflicts
between ACs and the ARs; (2) lack of communication; (3) lack of
information; (4) involvement in projects in which the AC had little
or no interest; and (5) involvement at the last minute.

The next area of concern to the AC was the procedure for
selecting students for the internship. It was observed that “SREB
scems to be selling cheap labor instead of an educational program.”
Seven observations related to this concern. In addition, four other
observations suggested that the AC and AR should cngage in more
joint project pre-planning. Such pre-planning, it was suggested, would
better define projects, activities, and roles and facilitate intern
recruitment.

The third arca of concentrated concern was the role of SREB.
These comments varied from criticism of SREB administrative
procedures to lack of clarity about SREB’s role. Related comments
were directed toward the report. There was criticism of the report
requirement as being too rigid. Another individual said “‘the report is
properly the concern of the student and the counselor—not the
agency.”

Other observations are summarized below:

1. The agency expects too much from the student.



Educational value of the internship should be emphasized.

. The ficld experience is good for the student.

. Benefits depend upon the appropriate use of student-collected
data by the agency.

5. The program should be expanded and focused on both human
and physical resource development,

6. College credit should be given.

7. Giving credit would destroy the program.

8. Intern success and grade-point average are related.

9. The agency using an intern should not have t- puy.

10. There should be a sliding scale (financial st .port) according
to the value of intern projects.

11. Supervision is the key to success.

12. Agencies lack manpower to provide adcquate intern super-
vision.

13. Perhaps students should be placed in participant-observer
roles rather than internships.

14. There has been difficulty in sccuring basic resource data
from agencies.

15. Increase intern salaries.

16. Agency provided inadequate supervision.

17. SREB should have field contact with interns.

18. SREB should not intervene alter the project is initiated.

19. Interns should have a pre-job training period at university.
20. Projects are unrealistic—too detailed.

21. The project should be completed by the end of summer.

22. ACs should receive pay for work on projects.

AW

ARs were not as loquacious as the ACs. Forty-five observations

were recorded based on comments by the ARs. Some of these are
similar to observations made by the ACs but some conflict with the
observations reported earlicr.

Most of the ARs’ comments fall under the general heading of

supervision. The area receiving the most discussion concerned the
impact of projects on local communities. Three of the obscervations
suggested that the impact of a project upon the community is due to
the nature of the project. Some projects are designed for direct
impact and others are designed to provide information, according to
the AR comments recorded.
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The second area of concern produced comments similar to AC
comments. Two of the recorded observations reveal the perception
that supervision at the agency level is the key to a successtul project.
Other obscrvations differ; one AR believes that success depends more
on the student than on the activity. Along similar lines, another AR
said success is related to the intern project’s being in the student’s
career field. Another saw success as being, related to the educational
level and maturity of the intern; he belicves the internship should be
restricted to graduate students. Another AR did not equate maturity
and educational fevel but hie did indicate thut the maturity of the
student is an important variable.

Observations concerning the intern project werce as follows:

1. The project should be meaningful.

2. The project should be achievable within the time limit »nd
have a clear terminal point. (Four other ARs said that the
internships are too short.)

3. The educational value of the activity should be stressed more.
4. The project should be a time-consuming, simple, but neces-
sary task.

5. The performance should be of professional quality.

6. The student should not be expected to possess professional
competence.

7. Basic research projects arc better than field work because of
interns’ limited experience and knowledge of agency.

8. Interus were less than satisfactory in carrying out independent
research. They required more supervision than believed to be
neeessary.

A fourth area of concern to the ARs was the recruitment area.
Six ARs addressed their comments to the area of project design,
setting project goals, and getting the right kind of intern. Two of the
ARs believe that the employing agency should be involved in the
interview and selection procedures.

Like the ACs, the ARs are confused about how the colleges,
SREB, and the agencies all fit together. SREB received the brunt of
the criticism. One AR said, “The role of SREB is unclear.” Another
said that SREB should tell the student he is in an employment
situation and that SREB should discipline interns for undesirable
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behavior. A third said that SREB’s involvement increased the cost
(by requiring students to travel for orientation sessions and other
activities) beyond the break-even point. As a result he rated the
program at a nct cost to his agency. A fourth said SREB should
spend more time with the agencies developing the program.

Two of the ARs believe that the report requirement is too rigid
and should be relaxed.

Onc AR said that his project, financed by a federal grant, had
extremely rigid guidelines that caused numerous difficulties for all
concerned. He said, “Send wus the intern with fewer strings
attached—we’ll see that an appropriate and good job is done.”

Conclusions and Recommendations

Buased on the data collected in interviews with 23 ACs and 28
ARs, the following conclusions are offered concerning the intern
projects covered in this evaluation:

1. ARs believed the internship projects contributed to their
agency nission.

2. ACs believed the internship projects may have contributed a
little to the agency mission while being helpful in other ways.

3. A myjority of the intern projects achieved the planned
objectives.

4. There are perceptions and evidence that the intern projects
made direct tangible contributions to agencies and local govern-
ment.

5. ACs and ARs believed the internship program to be valuable
to the agencies and to the students.

6. The internship program was perceived as being of net positive
value to the agencies employing interns.

7. Many different factors possibly contributed to unsuccessful
projects. Major factors appear to be supervisory, project design,
and intern related factors.

8. There is no clear relationship between successful project
accomplishment and kind of activity,

9. Certain intern and supervisory characteristics were considered
desirable. The intern characteristics are the ability to com-
municate, be self-directed, and meet people with confidence.
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Desirable supervisory characteristics are: (1) the intern should be
provided with a broad framework within which to work with
periodic cevaluation and direction based on project development,
(2) the intern project should be selected prior to the intern’s
arrival, and (3) the intern should be involved in staff activities.

The following recommendations are offered for the strengthening

of tne SREB internship program:

1. The development of a document that outlines and describes
the SREB internship program. This document should address
itself to (1) program objectives, (2) program philosophy. (3) ra-
tionale, and (4) detinition of roles of intern, agency. college, and
SREB. Such a docuntent would cnable each participating party
to examine the program structure sufficiently to understand the
responsibilities of each participant. Such a document would also
provide an opportunity to question and modify program activ-
itics within a philosophical informational framework.

2. Placement activities should begin at least nine months earlier
than at the present. Agencics desiring an intern should develop
the project by November of each year. Projects could thien be
submitted for approval (to be granted or rejected no later than
January 15 of cach year). Pecruiting of interns could begin in
November with a preliminary screening by February 15. Poten-
tial interns and projects would be paired. Recruitment of ACs
would also begin in November with a pairing of ACs and projects
possibly by February 1. Potential interns, ACs, and ARs would
be able to cet between February 1 and March 30. Final
selection of interns would take place on April 15. A pre-employ-
ment work session including intern, AC, and AR would be
possible between April 15 and May 30. Such a program may
require the employment of a full-time SREB coordinator at large
institutions such as the University of Georgia.

3. Muchinery should be instituted to improve follow-up com-
munications at least within a year of the completed program.

4. Costs to sponsoring agencies should be reduced.

5. AGs should be remuncrated for their efforts.

6. No ACs should have more than three interns at one time.

7. Supervisory capability of agency should be evaluated.



8. Variation of the length of the internship should be experi-
mented v ith.

9. SREB should consider removing itself from the operational
procedures after the intern has been selected and placed. Funds
for salaries and other expenses should be turned over to the
cooperating college.

10. The program should be expanded.

11. The purpose and value of the report requirement should be
examined.

12. A more flexible experimental stance should be adopted.

If the above recommendations are followed, it is believed thal
the SREB internship program1 will be able to cite even greater
benefits to students, agencies, and communities in the future.




Service-Learning Takes a Look at Itself

David Kiel

Introduction and Note on Method

This study is based on questionnaires administered in the sumimer of
1970 to a sample of participents in internship programs throughout
North Caroiina. Most of these nrograms were conducted by a number
of colleges and universities in cooperation with public agencies of
various kinds throughout the state. Most of the programs are based
on the concepts of service-learning originated by the Southern
Regional Education Board (SREB), which is the guiding philosophy
of the educational efforts of the North Carolina Internship Office
(NCIO) for whom this study was undertaken.

Service-learning, as descriptive of a set of educational practices,
consists of programs in which students learn by working on a real
community problem in an atmospherc of support and autonomy. At
eleven colleges and universities throughout North Carolina, summer
internship programs were operated in 1970 on a service-learning
basis. All programs followed a basic internship format which
included the following items:

1. The student intern received an educational stipend to perform

a specific service or project for a public agency.

2. A faculty counsclor was provided by the students’ educational

institution as an advisor to the student.

3. There was a designated agency supervisor for the student’s

project.

4. In many cases there were seminars and conferences for the

student interns which dealt with a variety of issues relevant to

the students’ work.

This evaluation of the interuship experience of undergraduate students during the summer
of 1970 was the secoud of three related research efforts conducted by David Kiel in North
Carolina during th.ree successive internship appointments. It was prepared for the North
Carolina Internship Office and published in May 1¢ 71. The final report, whieh the author
refers to on this pige, was published by SREB in September 1972.
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Service-Learning Takes a Look at Itself

David Kiel
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In addition, a number of other students participated in internship
programs that were similar in many ways to the internship described
above, except that they were operated not by colleges and
universitics but by state agencies. These include the State Govern-
ment Internship Program of the Institute of Government. the State
Department of Corrections Program, the Law and Order Division
Internships, and a small proportion of the Plan Assuring College
Education (PACE) program participants. In all, these programs
involved about four hundred college and university student interns
this summer.

This study is an attempt to explore the conditions for learning
that these programs generate and to discover what actually happened
to the participarts involved, with a view toward uncovering
information that will be useful in assessing and improving the
effectiveness of these programs.

This study might be labeled “pre-evaluative research.”* It is
pre-evaluative in the sensc that we are gathering information in order
to be able ultimately to ask the appropriate questions and to frame
hypotheses that w2 will subsequently test scientifically. Hence in this
report the reader will not find extensive use of statistical procedures,
control groups, pre-tests, and post-tests. Where statistical methods
are employed, they are used as tools for managing data ‘or the
purpose of framing likely hypotheses, not testing them.

This study is our sccond research effort on service-icarning
programs and is preparatory to 4 third. In the fall of 1970 we did a
follow-up study of student interns who participated in 1969
service-learning programs. In that study we were able to identify
what scemed to be the crucial phenomena of the internship
experience. In this study we have in many cases been able to measture
the relative frequency of these phenomena. These data also contain

*See Elizabeth Herzog, “Some Guidelines for Evaluative Rescarch,” Children®s Bureau,
HEW, 1959, p. 79.



our first extensive look at roles of the faculty and agency
participants in the service-learning program. )

Another goal of this study was to attempt to see in what ways
tne internship could be viewed as a developmental process. In order
to do this, questionnaires were administered at the start, middle, and
at the end of the programs to each of the three types of participants:
intern, counselor, and supervisor. Thus, nine,different questionnaires
were used in the study.

Finally, this study was for the purposc of discovering which
aspects of the internship program were most important to the
learning opportunities we were trying to provide. So in this report we
have some analysis of how student learning varies witi differing
program aspects such as task, content, supervisory support, intern
motivation, and the like.

The major limitation of this study in achieving all of these goals
stems from a declining rate of return* from the first to the third
questionnaire in all role categories, as is shown in the table below.

st 2nd 3rd
Questionnaire Questionnaire Questionnaire
Faculty 14 12 8
Agency 30 30 17
Student 67 . 42 17

The numbers are the. count of the ¢juestionnaires returned for each
administration. The questionnaires were administered by the co-
ordinators of the programs with instructions to distribute them
randomly. At a meeting in Charlotte in the early fall, the
coordinators explained the decline in the rate of return. Generally,
their response was that the questionnaires were too long and too
many and that a number of projects were completed by the time
they got the final questionnaires. This information as to the
questionnaire tolerance of our respondents should be uszful in
planning our future research efforts.

This decline in actual number of questionnaires is complicated by
the fact that in many cases, particularly among the faculty and
agency respondents, different individuals returned questionnaires

*Originally we had sent questionnaires to 100 students, 35 faculty counselors, and 35
agency supervisors.,
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cach successive administration. Thus we have a composite rather than
a continuous set of perspectives on the internship. This may have
been due to the fact that program coordinators, faced with
complaints about cxcessive questioning, tried to “spread the load
around.” This is again instructive in terms of the kinds of problems
that rescarchers can cause for themselves and admiinistrators.
Nevertheless, the sample scems to have at least a good geographic
distribution. We have tried to note points in the text where problems
with the representativeness of the sample seem to call into serious
question some of the possible conclusions fromi the data. Throughout
the text [ have generally indiciated the number of questionnaires on
which tentative conclusions and, in some cases, speculations are
based to guide the reader as to the weight that he might give to the
findings presented.

Despite these arawbacks, I feel that significant progress has been
made toward clarifying the tensions, difficulties, and opportunities
of the various roles in the service-learning format, in quantifying
some internship phenomena, and in moving toward a theoretical
framework relating internship cvents and processes to student
learning outcome. With the reader, of course, rests the final
judgment. But I feel in moving this far we have set the stage for a
more carefully controlied follow-up evaluation, now underway.

The Varieties of Internship Activity

Following the classificatic . schema developed in the 1969
repor’, we were able to count the number of internships that
provided largely or exclusively research opportunitics, or contained a
significant component of setting up or organizing a program or
britging about some change, or that included significant oppor-
tunities for direct scrvice to individuals. We found that of 62 usable
responses to our first intern questionnaire, 26 or about 43 percent of
the iatern projects consisted of research activity, a nearly cqual
number, 27, contained a major component of organizing, and only 9
internships, about one-seventh of tne sample, provided major
opportunities for rendering direct and personal services to indi-
viduals. One response was unclassifiable. In addition, we found that
about two-fifths of the internships provided major opportunitics for
cross-cultural contact. This meant generally, a middle-class college
student providing direct services to or surveying the poor, or a black
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student working in a predominantly or exclusively white community
agency.

Unfortunately, the poor return rate of the final questionnaire
prevents us from drawing any inferences about the relationship
between the above categories and the uitimate learning that takes
place. Thus, the evaluation of this particular mix of learning
opportunities provided by the NCIO and other programs will have to
wait until we can establish these linkages between learning outcomes
and internship activity and type.

The Orientation of the Participants to the
Service-Learning Framework

A. Students

The returns trom 67 interns reveal a strong confirmation of the
conclusions drawn from our 1969 explorations. Given a chance to
rank order their motivations for aceepting an internshi] position in
the summer of 1970 from among five factors identified in our
previous study and also provided with the opportunity to write in
additional factors, 52 of the 67 cited either “a chance to help
others or “a chance to work in a field that particularly interests
me’” as their chief motivation. A total of 29 students indicated that
one of these statements was ranked first and the other ranked second
in terms of their own hierarchy of motivations. Thus, it seems safe to
say that the population sarapled scemed strongly predisposed to
service-learning values. The emphasis scems to be on action. The
students scem to be seeking an opportunity to use skills, to try out
knowledge gained in school, or to explore interests in a way that
provides a significant service to others.

B. Faculty

In our 1969 report we identified “interest in social change,
cducational change, interest in a specific student, and academic
interests” as the chief interests that lead faculty members to assuime
counseling roles to service-learners. In our 1970 study we tried to
assess the relative strengths of these motivations.

The faculty, as a group, report that opportunitics to follow
academic interests and to participate in social and educational change
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programm- arc about of equal importance to them but relatively more
important than the opportunity to work with students in whom they
are personally interested.

Nevertheless, in responding to a question which asks them to
describe the initial stages of their relationship with the interns, the
faculty members reveal that in the majority of cases that they
already knew the student interns from previous courses or had placed
them in the jobs themselves. In two cases where a single faculty
member worked with a group of students. the faculty members
reported knowing well six out of seven of the students in one case
.nd seven out of eight of the students in another. Thus, despite the
fact that faculty rate prior interest in the student as a relatively low
motivation, prior relationships did exist in a majority of the intern
situations sampled.

We asked the counselors to list their perceptions of the specific
learning needs ofi the student interns. Our intent was to encourage
them to think about the various kinds of learning that could take
place in an internship situation and thus aid their ability to intervene
to support learning. We afso were interested in expanding our list of
possible learning outcomes Ly building on their conceptualizations.

The responses to the question *‘what do you think he (the intern)
needs to learn as a person growing toward maturity?” tended to fall
into three broad categorics: interpersonal competence, autonomy
and self-discipline, and problem-solving skills. These categorics taken
together accounted for 19 of 22 items given in response to this
question. These responses are listed below:

Under autonomy and seclf-discipline, the student needs to learn:

independent action;

future orientation;

{o become self-motivated;
self~discipline;

to work independently;

6. how to handle immense responsibilities.

G W —

Under the category interpersonal competence, the student needs
to learn:

1. to confront a situation and resolve it as benefits the person;
2. tosensitize himself to people involved:



3. to work with adults;
4. interpersonal competence;

5. how to learn to work with others without an overbearing

attitude of superiority.
In the areca of problem-solving skills, the student nceds to learn:

to think;

to identify a problem;

to bring resources together to work toward a solution;

to screen information;

to know practical and pragmatic aspects of the real world;

to see complexity of bureaucracy;

more precise knowledege in his field:

. to understand the joining of the philosophical and the
practical.

0 Ao bW~

Other “personal learnings™ included: “respect for cu.tural dif-
ferences,” self-knowledge. and *“‘more experience and exposure.”

When we asked for the students’ learning needs as community
problem-solvers, we got two kinds of responses. Mostly, the faculty
spoke about gencral aspects of problem-solving, but in a few cases
they identified issues that were important to mastering specific
internships. It is probably reflective of the fact that these question-
naires were filled out during the initial period of the internship that a
great many of the perceived learning nceds have to do -vith the
processes of problem-definition. I would place the following re-
sponses in this category:

1. Distinguish between tasks that should be performed by the
expert, the indigenous worker, and the student intern.

2. Discover that problem definitions arc imprecise.

3. Show persistence and patience in information-gathering.

4. Learn the capacities of the problem-solver versus the dimen-
stons of the problem.

5. Balance between cynicism and idealism and opumism and
pessimisn.

6. Size upa situation and place it in a workable context.

7. Conceptual tools to generalize community problems quickly.
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8. Know the community and culture.

9. Establish relationships with people.

10. Come to see the dynamics of the situ
involved.

Learning needs mentioned that were not s
initial stages of problem-solving included:

Need to find out about themselves.
Ability to analyze, speculate.

To be open to new information.

To learn to draw conclusions on the bas
To listen.

nh WD -
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Understand interagency cooperation.
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8. Know the community and culture.

. Establish relationships with people.

10. Come to see the dynamics of the situation in which you arc
involved.

Learning nceds mentioned that were not so clearly related to the
initial stages of problem-solving included:

Need to find out about themselves.

Ability to analyze, speculate.

To be open to new information.

To learn to draw conclusions on the basis of adequate data,
To listen.

b

Learning needs mentioned that were very specific included:

Know more about folk music in the region.
Learn interview technique.

Black students develop a sense of worth.
Sense for service delivery problems.
Understand interagency cooperwtion.

kW~

Finally, we asked the faculty, “what does the intern need to
learn as a student trying to gain understanding of a particular project
or subject area?” In answering this the counselors responded
primarily in two ways: they talked about the different ways of
knowing or sources of data that a student could use and also about
the skills he needs to learn in @ community setting.

The sources of data that the counselors identified were
(1) theory and research, written knowledge; (2) experience, observa-
tion: knowledge that comes f{rom contact with people; and
(3) knowledge that comes from actual involvement in and com-
mitment to action in a community setting. The frequency with
which these sources were mentioned are as follows: Reading—7;
people-experience—4; involvement-—2,

The skills that the faculty cited as being necessary for the
students to learn may be summarized as follows: Analysis—2;
problem definition—3; making connections between theory and
practice—2; information-gathering competeiace—4; and interpersonal
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skills—3. (The numbers represent the frequencies with which the
items were cited.)

After getting the faculty to indicate their perceptions of student
learning in the arcas of personal growth, community problem-solving,
and understanding a subject-area of project, we asked, “In which of
these arcas could they help the student?” Eleven indicated that they
could help the stvdent in “understanding a particular project or
subject area,” seven replied that they could help him in his *“learning
needs as a community problem solver,” and three indicated that they
thought they could be of assistance in helping the student “learn as a
person growing toward maturity.”

The faculty were asked to specify the things that “would make
your relationship with the student intern a satisfying one.” Most
frequently mentioned sources of satisfaction were: being able to help
the intern complete his task successfully—G; being associated with
interns who exhibited enthusiasm, sincerity, and capability—7;
helping the interns grow in some of the following directions—con-
fidence as a problem-solver, concern about social problems, self-
awareness, and decision-making ability—6. Faculty counselors also
reported that being accepted and respected by their counseclees
would be satisfying—1.

Last, we asked the faculty what they wanted to learn from the
experience of being intern counselor. Eight emphasized that they
wanted to develop their competence as a teacher in an experiential
learning situation. Another major learning goal was in the theory and
practice of service-learning itself: understanding a specific com-
munity problem—2; facilitating the use of students as manpower to
meet community needs—2; gaining a better understanding of the
local community —4,

The faculty are themselves people who are interested in change,
hut their role is one of counselor. Thus, they are at least one step
removed from the locus of change. In that role they see the student
as having more needs than they can fulfill. (You recall that only
about one-third felt they could meet personal growth needs of
students, only about one-half felt they could meet theit needs as
problem-solvers, but almost all felt competent to meet their needs as
traditional learners.) In talking about what would be satisfying for
them, they talked chiefly about meeting the student’s personal
growth needs and intern needs as problem-solver, as well as the
benefits derived from contact with enthusiastic, involved young
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people. Finally, when asked what they want to learn most, they
respond typically that they want to learn how to be a better
counsclor in this situation.

Thus it scems that by placing faculty in this situation we do the
following things: we recruit people who are interested in students
and who are interested in change, but who are placed in a situation in
which they can only meet their need to help bring about change by
adequately supporting students—a task they do not feel equipped to
do, thus generating a need to learn how to counsel in the experiential
learning situation. We will continue to look at how the faculty met
this challenge as we explore later in the report their interactions with
students.

C. The Agency Supervisors

The agency supervisors were asked to rank four suggested reasons
for participating in the internship program in order of importance for
them, These reasons were:

. Perform needed services which the agency could not afford
without intern help.

2. Recruit college students for future positions in the agency.

3. To get new ideas and perspectives from students.

4. Expose students to work in social-service agencies and state
government.

The results of this inquiry are summarized in the following table:

Reason Rank
1 2 3 4 5 0 meanrank®
1 17 5 2 4 0 2 1.7
2 3 7 6 7 0 7 2.8
3 4 10 10 2 0 4 29
4 4 7 6 8 2 3 2.7
5 2 1 1
N=30

*calculated by adding 0 as 6.
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It appears, then, that tiie chief reason for agency participation is
to gain extra hands to perfo.u, umrortant services. Other reasons
exist but they are generally of secondary importance.

This result is confirmed by the data gathered from the agency
supervisors about their hupes and expectations for the interns. We
asked them in the initial questionnaire what *“a successful experi-
ence” would mean for them in terms of the performance of the
student interns. We asked them to name as many items as they could
think of as being a part of a successful experience. The responses
were coded into six categories:

1. Concern about task completion.

2. Learning from the intern—desiring his ideas and perspectives.
3. Teaching the intern—exposing him to agency operations,
recruiting him for future service.

4. Service-learning growth—wanting the intern to learn about
community problem-solving methods, develop insight and con-
cern about the specific community problem.

5. Personal growth—wanting the intern to develop ability to
schedule and carry out his own work, the ability to work with
others, to have a successtul and meaningtul experience.

6. Make agency-university liaison.

For example, the following response was coded 1 and 3: ‘A
successful experience with student interns would necessarily mean
the successful completion of the project or projects to which the
intern has been assigned. It would also involve an interplay of ideas
between the agency and the intern. The intern program is viewed by
this office not merely in the light of the contribution the intern
makes to the work of the office, but additionally in terms of the
contributions the agency makes to the intern’s store of knowledge of
expericnces. The intern should be involved in many various opera-
tions of the agency in order to obtain a broad view of the work of
the agency. in this particular agency we deal with legal problems and
procedures and feel that a large part of the term ‘successful
expericnee’ is satisfied as the intern receives substantial exposure to
the varied operations of the agency.”

The results of the coding are summarized in the following table:

Coding Ca
1 2
Frequency
of response 21 14
Total N=30.
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Coding Categories

1 2 3 4 5 6
Frequency
of response 21 14 14 15 5 1
Total N=30.

So successful task completion figured chiefly in the agency
supervisor’s positive expectations, but desire to teach the intern. to
learn from the intern, and to have the intern develop a sense of
awareness of, concern for, and competence in dealing with specific
community problems scemed also to figure prominantly in the
agencey supervisor’s definition of a successful internship experience.
Concern about the student’s individual growth was less frequently
expressed and the desire to develop university-agency liaison was
expressed in only one case.

In twenty-one cases the supervisors cited either giving ideas to
the intern or gaining ideas from the intern (coding categories 2 and 3
above). In six cases the supervisors expressed concern about giving
idcas only, in cight cases gaining ideas only, in seven cases taking
idcas and _iving idcas, and in the remaining nine cases no mention
was made of teaching or learning as a positive expectation by the
supervisor. I mention this because 1 intuit that these perceptions or
expectations might turn out to be important aspects of the
internship process. Of course. further investigation is needed to
verify this hypothesis.

D. The Starting Places: A Comparison of the
Orientations of the Participants

Agency supervisors differ in their initial orientation from faculty
counselors in at least one important respect. Faculty members
express an interest in lcarning from the experience of being a faculty
counsclor: agency supervisors express an interest in over half of the
cases in learning from the interns themselves—valuing their ideas.

The faculty express little confidence about being able to help the
students grow personally during the internship experience but
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express some sentiment that this would be a positive occurrence that
would make their experience satisfying. The agency supervisor
mentions personal growth as we have defined it relatively infre-
quently in his description of events involved in a successful
experience. Nevertheless, the agency supervisors do report a con-
siderable interest in other learning goals: motivating students toward
public service and helping them learn about problem-solving methods
and the nature of community problems.

Thus. while the chief expressed concern of agency supervisor is in
successful task completion and benefiting his agency, he also has a
fairly extensive education agenda. We also conclude that the faculty
counselor and agency supervisor give little emphasis to the personal
growth of the intern in their expressed goals and expectations about
internship learning.

Finally, it must be said that neither the agency supervisors nor
faculty counsclors voluntecr any interest in the goal of establishing
links between public agencies and the university —an important goal
of the service-learning concept.

The diagram on the next page represents a summary of our findings
of the initial mestivation and stated goals of the principal actors in the
service-learning experience. Each of the goals listed are from the
statements of variot.s respondents; all of the goals involve aspects of
the service-learning concept. The data summarized represents only
stated goals and only statements taken at the outset of the
internship. The double line represents a primary concern of the
group, the single line represents a secondary concern, and a dotted
lin® represents tertiary concein. No line represents little or no stated
concern,

Interpersonal Relationships within
the Internship Structure

A. Student Perception of the
Supervisory Climate

The mid-project questionnaire asked the interns to indicate how
much autonomy they had in carrying out their project and also the
kind of support they were getting from their supervisors. Three
categories of supervisory relationships were provided in brief
paragraph descriptions. Students were to mark the paragraphs that
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were approximately descriptive of the nature of the supervision they
were receiving. They could mark statements that described a very
restrictive style of supervision, a permissive and concerned super-
visory relationship, or a relatively indifferent kind of supervision.
The results were as follows: restrictive supervision—2; permissive-con-
cerned—34; permissive-indifferent—5. Thus over 80 percent of the 41
respondents indicated that they were receiving concerned and
permissive supervision.

This finding receives some support from the data collected earlier
on the perceived helpfulness of various categories of individuals in
the internship program. The students were asked to rate their fellow
workers, other interns, agency supervisor, and faculty counselor as to
their helpfulness to the intern during the summer. Agency super-
visors had the second highest mean helpfuiness scores after fellow
workers but were judged more helpful than other interns. The scores
of all these groups feli between the “somewhat helpful” and “very
helpful categories,” whercas the faculty members were judged to fall
slightly on the lower side of the continuum from “somewhat
helpful” to “not much help.”

Thus, the interns gencrally found themselves in a permissive and
supportive climate, though they saw relatively little help coming
from the faculty counselor.

B. Frequency of Contact Between
Internship Principals

Perhaps some of the rcasons that agency supervisors were
perccived as significantly morc helpful than the faculty counselors
lies in the striking differences in the frequency of contact between
intern and counselor and intern and supervisors. In the median case,
the agency supervisor confers with the intern on a daily basis; the
median frequency of contact between faculty members and interns
in our sample was biweekly.

C. The Nature of Faculty Help

Some differences also appear in the nature of the interaction that
took place between the student intern and his supervisor and his
counsely -

To assess the nature of the interaction between the counselor and
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intern(s), we asked the counselor to describe his own style in terms
of both content and process. We asked him to indicate whether he
spent “‘a lot, some or little time” talking about ‘“‘personal problems
of the intern, the relationship itself, the theoretical and technical
dimensions of the project, and how to get the project done.”

The faculty members by their own report spent relatively little
time talking about the personal dimensions of their relationship
compared to the task and theoretical dimensions.

We asked the faculty to rate themezlves in terms of the frequency
of certain styles of counseling behavior: offering or exploring
alternatives; asking questions to get the intern to think; giving direct
advice. The faculty members saw themselves as relatively Socratic
and non-directive in their approach.

In asking the counselors to report the content of their interaction
with the intern, we provided them with an opportunity to add their
own entry if they felt our suggestions were not comprehensive
enough. Nine of the twelve faculty members did add something. It is
noteworthy that five of the nine who added something in the space
provided listed discussing “the future implications of the project”
and “fall follow-up.” It seems that a significant proportion of the
sampled faculty spent some time focusing on the question, “where
do we go from here?” with the interns.

These data certainly confirm the view that the faculty did
support student autonomy, which is consistent with overall student
perceptions. The fact that they report task-orientation and eschewal
of personal problerns and their own relationships as topics of
discussion might be seized upon as further explanation—along with
infrequency of contact—for the fact that they are perceived as
providing less help to the intern than other actors in the internship
scenario. However, there are indications in the data that such a
cut-and-dried impression of the faculty rolc is incomplete.

In responses to other questions, the faculty counselors show
awareness of the feeling and personal dimensions of their relation-
ships with the interns, speak about the process of establishing
“rapport and trust,” are able to recognize that personal growth has
occurred in the interns, and express particular sensitivity to the
emotional phases that the students go through during their intern-
ship. Hence the picture is somewhat ambiguous with respect {o the
climate of the student-faculty relationship in the service-learning
setting. The other side of the data is most clearly shown in faculty
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give-and-take flexibility.



7

3
scribe his own style in terms
| him to indicate whether he
1g about “personal problems
the theoretical and technical
bt the project done.”

report spent relatively little
bnsions of their relationship
1ensions.
ves in terms of the frequency
vior: offering or exploring
intern to think; giving direct
1selves as relatively Socratic

e content of their interaction
an opportunity to add their
ns were not comprehensive
bers did add something. It is
Ided something in the space
mplications of the project™
ignificant proportion of the
ing on the question, “where

view that the faculty did
1sistent with overall student
ask-orientation and eschewal
relationships as topics of
her explanation—along with
that they are perceived gs
ther actors in the internship
1 in the data that such a
le is incomplete.

1e faculty counselors show
limensions of their relation-
he process of establishing
ze that personal growth has
varticular sensitivity to the
through during their intern-
biguous with respect to the
ship in the service-learning
st clearly shown in faculty

Q
ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI

descriptions of their initial stages of their relationships with the
student interns.

The counselors were asked to describe the kind of help that they
offered initially to the interns and the kind of help they perceived
the intern as seeking. Their responses are summarized below:

Kind of Help Offered Frequency Reported

Academic-technical assistance 9
Liaison services 2
Individual support and counseling 9

Academic-technical assis.ance involves, for example, suggesting
readings, designing questisnniires, making programmatic suggestions.
Liaison services imply helpite the intern make contact with people
he needs to see in the course of his project and serving as a
go-between with the agency sapervisor. Individual support and
counseling implies giving moral support, motivating the intern to
scek his own solutions, listening to problems. In addition, several
faculty members speak of efforts to make themselves “available for
rapping” and generally approachable.

The third questionnaire provided the counselors a chance to
describe their perception of how the relationship with the intern
developed during the summer. Seven out of the eight faculty
responded meaningtully to this question. All seven perceived achange
in cither their behavior or the intern’s behavior or both during the
progress of the summer. One faculty member confessed to “role
ambivalence” in the beginning but later came to see his job as
“stimulation” and providing “academic and theoretical background.”
In four cases there is an indication that the faculty member saw the
relationship changing toward greater trust and openness. Here are
some examples:

As we had more direct one-to-one contact . . . our relationship
strengthened. The crucial stage in each relationship was when
they had a big problem that 1 could help them with and thus gain
their contidence.

The relationship moved from a normal, structured type to a
give-and-take flexibility.



I had worked with the boys previously and we already had an
excellent relationship. I can say that the relationship conti- 1ed
to grow and change.

Several of the faculty members described definite strategies that
they followed in developing their relationships with the interns:

At first I attempted to get to know the student in a general way,
to find out about his or her genecral interests, goals, and
inclinations. I then began to inquire into their understanding of
what the project was all about.

Strong support in beginning. Insisting on student’s shouldering
more load in the middle. Strong support at the end, through
“separation” trauma and cvaluation, acceptance of short-term
gouals.

When the boys were confused by some situation that arose in
their agency, or when something came up that they did not
understand or agree with, they came to me and we talked it over.
I tried to help them see both sides, and I forced them to suggest
possible courses of action; then I insisted that they take whatever
course seemed best to them.

I would suggest two explanations for these somewhat ambiguous
data. First, there were some faculty members who specifically
shunned all aspects bordering on the interpersonal and kept their
noses directly on the grindstone, but there other faculty members
who were keenly aware of the interpersonal dimensions of their
relationship and whose behavior was guided by these dimensions.
Another possible explanation is the fact that many faculty members
were simply unaware of or did not report when asked directly
whether they dealt with the intern’s problems and feelings: rather,
they did these things to some extent but subsumed them under the
label of “‘facilitating task performance.” In eithier case, the faculty’s
unwillingness or inability to deal concertuaily with the interpersonal
dimensions of the internship is itself an ‘mportant finding.

D. The Role of the Agency Supervisor

We asked the supervisors to describe their interaction with the
intern in detail. Their responses enabled us to develop a list of the
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types of behavior which filled the conference time between intern
and supervisor. The list included: planning and scheduling: eval-
uating; helping find direction: providing concrete intormation:
general discussion: and facilitiating personal contacts. Behavior in all
of these categories is not hemogeneous however. For example, in the
first category, planning and scheduling, one supervisor talked of
planning the intern’s daily work, while another talked of sctting
project schedule and deadlines.

~In the case of “helping find directions™ we had examples of
“direction.,” “‘suggesting,” “exploring alternatives.” In the category
of evaluation we had *‘daily checking™ versus asking for *‘periodic
progress reports.”” Two categories often mentioned, *‘discussion™ and
“providing concrete information,” are not specifically described so it
is difficult to report if there ar- significant variations in the kinds of
discussions held and  information provided within or between
internships.

In an effort to gencrate more information about the specific
nature of the interaction between intern and supervisor, we asked the
supervisors to report “some of the things that you have done with
[the interns] that you feel have been most helpful to them in
successfully completing their project?” The helping actions described
scem to fall into seven broad categories: “‘emphasizing self-direction
and autonomy,” *‘being available to help,” “‘motivating and main-
taining morale,”” “orientation toward personnel,” “‘teaching and
instructing,” *“‘exposure and involvement,” and ‘“‘problem-solving.”
Examples of statements included in these categories are listed below:

Emphasizing seif-direction and autonomy:

1. Giving them the freedom to develop their own projects, speak
openly as they wish, ete.

2. Let the intern know it was “his” project and that [ would not
attempt to influence him or sway his opinions.

3. Minimal supervision.

4. Letting her set her own pace and work on her own initiative.

Being available to help:

1. Every opportunity has been given to discuss any problem
arcas he might have.
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2. Bea listening post.
3. Let intern know he can call on me for any assistance he may
need at any time.

Motivating and maintaining morale:

1. Personally showed a great deal of interest in project and
intern.

2. Helping keep the goals in mind at points of confusion and
discouragement,

3. Provided the stimulus for motivating students in their
endeavors.

Orientation toward personnel:

. Used personal contacts to aid interns.

. Introducing them to as many personnel as possible.

. Suggest helpful contacts in the community.

. Explanation of people in the county and how the commission
works for them.

5. Pointed out who might help their program and who could
cause trouble.

6. Giving instructions as to what they can expect from our
people.

AW —

Teaching and instructing:

1. Going over various forms with them.

2. Showing them how to organize their work.

3. Showing them how to get information.

4. Giving them detailed explanation of the working process
involved in planning as it is being applied by regular staff.

Exposure and involvement:

1. Involving intern in a structurally orientated program.

2. Involving her in committee meetings.

3. Exposed him to various components of Juvenile Justice
System.

4. Exposed him as a participant in a State Juvenile Delinquency
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Task Force.
5. Irying to expose them as much as possible to the workings
and problems of the agency.

Problem-solving:

1. By talking daily we dealt with problems as they arose.

2. Discussing issues involved in the work and the implications of
various alternatives.

3. Talking about the problems and explaining difficulties I have
had and how to avoid them.

The agency supervisors were also asked to describe any actions
on their part which may have “hindered the successtul completion of
their project.” While the supervisors were understandably less
verbose about their hindering actions than about their helping oncs,
they reported a number of omissions and hindering actions. One
frequent response was concern about ‘“‘providing too many options,”
or ‘“not giving specific enough directions.” But often, when this
concern was expressed, it was coupled with the cvaluation that this
lack of direction, while discomfiting, had actually enhanced learning:

With some. perhaps, I have not been specific enough in outlining
duties; with others. perhaps too specific! I might have saved some
heartaches by some warnings. But perhaps they learned more
thoroughly by experience.

... not providing enough guidance at one point because I wanted
her to use her own creativity . . .. This worked well but it was
frustrating for her.

Along the same lines, several agency supervisors felt that there
had been inadequate prior planning and preparation of collecagues for
the intern’s centry into the office. A third major concern was not
being able to spend enough time with the intern, This was expressed
directly in several instances and also manifested in regret at “not
being able to attend the seminars with interns,” and at being *‘unable
to spend enough time discussing their reactions or rapping about the
program in broad generalities as it might affect their future lives or
careers.”

A final source of information as to what actually happened



during the internship is our inquiry as to what were the positive and
negative events that the supervisors had observed midway in the
internship expericnce.

Positive cvents cluster into categories reminiscent of the agency
supervisor’s expressed motivations for accepting interns and their
positive expectations about the irternship experience. Also con-
sistent with that data is the frequency distribution of responses
among these categories, By this I mean that guidance of successful
task performance is the most frequently mentioned ““positive event.”
This is mentioned about fifteen times, while other categories are
mentioned about five times. The categories of “positive events™ are:
(1) evidence of successful task performance: (2) manifestations of
intern interest and enthusiasm; (3) learning about the agency, the
problem, demonstrating concern, and awareness: comprehending the
overall purposes of the agency; (4) positive relationships: acceptance
by agency collecagues, the development of rapport between the intern
and supervisor; and (5) contributing ideas to the agency.

As in the case with reporting helping and hindering actions, the
agency supervisors reported fewer negative events than positive ones.
In about cight cases the negative events have to do with inadequate
acceptance of or adjustment by the interns. The supervisors assigned
responsibility in about half of these cases to their subordinates:
“prejudice toward college students,” “‘our own staff attitudes.” In
the other half the responsibility for the negative event was assigned
to the interns: “‘feeling that the agency is part of the establish.aent,”
“they brought beer to work,” “‘idealisi without practicality.”

The worst example o1 a negative event for which the interns were
assigned responsibility came from a supervisor in the corrections
program:

... the area of understanding, coping with, and influencing the
burei.acracy . . . . This arca has been the arca of disharmony,
conflict and failure . . .. T have tried to help them understand that
no matter how incompetent pcople arec and no matter how
inefficient, you must still deal with the sensitivities of the
individuals that make up the “system.”” You cannot just plow it
over! Their attempts to affect positive change have actually
resulted in serious set backs due to the methods they used.

In about five cases, necgative events meant inadequate task

performance: “not rapid cnough absorj
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outlined in project).”
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performance: “not rapid enough absorption of responsibility,”
“unwillingness to pitch in (to solve problems not specifically
outlined in project).”

A final source of negative comment was occasioned by the
non-work uspects of the internship program: “too many seminars,”
“too many questionnaires,” “lack of contact with Ffaculty
counselor.”

With some interpretive effort we can bring into clearer focus
some of the issues that are left veiled by the mere presentation of the
data. For example, why is it that the ageicy supervisors, even though
they are in daily contact with the interns, report that they wish they
could have spent more time with them than they did? [ suggest that
this wish, combined with the data on “positive intern events,”
indicates that the role of intern supervisor was inherently satisfying,
and that the supervisors gained considerable satisfaction from the
educator-coach-counsclor dimensions, which contrasts with their
typical task-oriented role. This is certainly positive but carries the
seeds of danger lest the supervisor’s pleasure at being with the interns
leads them to tike over responsibility for the interns.

This is certainly a tension that already exists. It is manifested in
the concern of some of the agency supervisors that they did not
“give cnough direction” coupled with their scnse (as an educator)
that the interns would lcarn more if left on :heir own. It is also seen
in- the presence of the two supervisory styles revealed in the
supervisor’s catalogue of their interactions with the interns, e.g.,
daily checking versus periodic reports. The two styles might be
distinguished by the underlying dimension of trust-mistrust, con-
fidence-lack-of-confidence in the capacity of the interns to learn to
act capably and independently.

The agency concern of inadequate prior planning may be a
response to the intern “weightlessness” documented later in this
report and may indicate a trace of “supervisor weightlessness™ or role
ambiguity. Finally, the catalogue of positive and ncgative cvents
suggests three interacting dimensions may be chief keys to under-
standing the development of the internship within the agency
environment. | suggest these are: (1) competence of task perform-
ance; (2) the growth or lack of growth of rapport and mutual
acceptance between intern and the agency supervisor and co-workers;
(3) the competence in and motivation toward innovating on the part
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of the interns and the corresponding receptivity to ideas on the part
of the agency personncl.

The Evaluation of Learning and Change

A. The Evaluation of Student Learning

Since the internship program of the NCIO is scen as means of
expanding the range of educational opportunity of upperclassmen
and graduate college students, it was one of our objectives in this
study to try to specify what was lcarned from the internship
experience and also to understand what aspects of the total
experience could legitimarely be seen as chiefly responsible for that
learning.

In our 1969 report we identified from student interviews a
number of specific categories of learning that seemed to occur with
relative frequency as a consequence of the summer experience. Based
on those categories, we designed fifteen items to be responded to on
a 4-point continuum trom strongly agree to strongly disagree to get a
more specific measurement of student interns at the time their
projects ended in the summer of 1970. Seventeen students, a very
small return, comipleted the questionnaires, so these data must be
considered as still exploratory.

In addition, for the first time, we have obtained some faculty and
agency evaluations of the students’ learning. Thus, even though there
are small samples all around, we can look at the question of student
learning from three perspectives.

B. The Relative Frequency of Selected
Learning Qutcomes

By analyzing the frequency distribution of the learning outcome
items we were able to identify the strongest and most frequently
occurring of the iearning outcomes. Over two-thirds of the students
agreed that the internship was a positive experience, that they grew
in knowledge of their specific problem area and self-identity, and
that they desire more experiential learning. The same proportion
disagreed strongly that “continued efforts in the arca were useless.”

In the case of eight items, about two-thirds of the responses were
about equally distributed between strongly and moderately agree.
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These included: generating ideas for improvement of agency. growth
in awarencess of problem complexity, a sense of project worthwhile-
ness and pride in task accomplishment, desire re-employment by
agency, satisfaction with agency cfforts, identification of joh
alternatives.

In the case of three items, about two-thirds of the responses
clustered in the *‘agree somewhat” arca and i one case the *disagree
somewhat” arca. These were “‘change in acadewic plans,” “‘develop-
ment of action skills,” and disagreement that ‘“massive change was
necded.”

The following table summarizes these data on the relative
strength and frequency of the learning outcomes:

Strongest Learning Moderate Learning Least Learning

Positive global Suggestions for im- Changed academic

evaluation provement generated plans
Lack of pessimism Sense of Developed action
about problem worthwhileness, skills
improvement sense of accom-
plishment
Project area Accomplishment Agreed that radical
knowledge change was
. , et o needed
Self-identify Identification of
growth future roles

possibilities

Increase in aware-
ness of problem
complexity

Desire for more
experiential
learning

Satisfaction with
the agencies’
efforts

Desire for re-
employment

A few words of caution need to be added in the interpretation of
these results. First of all, these are only internal comparisons. They
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yield data as to the relative strength and frequency of response to
items in the questionnaire, They say nothing about changes along
these dimensions compared to other kinds of experiences. They
reflect only seif-perceived changes, ie.. perceptions that are not
externally validated, and they are biased on a very small sample
(N=17) of the interns. What we have here, then, can only be
described as tentative trends.

Having interjected this warning, [ would like to venture some
interpretation of these results. The relatively low learning scores on
the action skills item may be accounted for by the under-representa-
tion of organizing type internships in this sample, While we say that
over 40 percent of the interns who returned the first questionnaire in
the sample were involved in organizing internships, only about 15
percent of those returning the third questionnaire were involved in
such internships. | believe (though it remains to be empirically
demonstrated) that the chief opportunities tor the learning of action
skills oceurs in these internships.

Also, the low frequency with which changed academic plans
seem to result from the internship experience is surprising in view of
the trends in this direction suggested by our 1969 report. [t may be
that academic plans of interns were, in many cases, already
consistent with the service-learning experience. Or else many of the
interns were seniors who had no opportunity then to change their
academic plans. We should take note of these possibilities in future
attempts to assess the impact of the experience on interns’ academic
plans.

C. Framework for Organizing Learning Outcomes

By treating the learning outcome items as intervally scaled
variables, we were able to generate a correlation muatrix of the
learning outcomes. With this tool we were able to identify certain
items that tended to be associated with one another in clusters.

Using as a guide both these empirical results and certain logical
considerations inherent in the apparent content of the items, we
advance the following framework for looking at these outcomes. We
call the first category process variables: these include variables
relating to the nature of the task and the agency environment. We
found that sense of project worthwhileness and sense of achievement
were highly correlated (r=.936) and that disagreement that massive
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®@vorthwhileness and sease of achievement
@36) and that disagreement that massive

change was needed in the agency, identification of desirable jobs
within the agency, and satisfaction with agency efforts were all
intercorrelated, forming an index of the intern’s satisfaction with the
agency. Sense of project worthwhileness and sense of achievement
might be pooled to obtain an index of project meaningfulness.

The items which indicated skill and knowledge acquisition show
no significant intercorrelations in this sample (p=less than .035).
Self-identity grewth seems to be also uncorrelated with the skill and
knowledge acquisition items. On close examination of identity
growth, one finds that it asks for growth of awareness over a wide
range of areas: e.g., ““‘what [ want out of a job and life in general.” In
future studies we may want to develop items that identify more
specific aspects of identity growth.

A third major factor may be increased motivation for service-
learning. This would include the future-oriented items: lack of
pessimism about change, desire for more experiential [earning, desire
for re-employment, integrating academic plans as a consequence cf
the summer experience. These items were seen to be highly
correlated with one other.

If we look beyond the correlations that are significant at the .05
level of probability and scan the pattern of relationships between
some of the Ilcarning wvariables and the process variables, an
interesting pattern begins to emerge. Identity growth seems to be
negatively correlated with all of the task dimensions, the agency
dimensions, and the service-learning dimensions. The variable aware-
ness of problem complexity has a pattern of relationships that is in
the same direction. On the other hand, the learning outcome, growth
in knowledge of the problem area, shows positive correlations with
all the items included in the task factor and agency factor categories
shown on the preceding page and with the items included under the
service-learning factor. Furthermore, it is uncorrelated with both
identity growth and growth in awareness of problem complexity.

This pattern suggests that identity growth and increase in
awareness of problem complexity are, at least in part, responses to
relatively more difficult or frustrating intern experiences where there
is a relatively low sense of utility, low task achievement, poor

~relationships in the agency. Both items show small negative correla-

tions with “experienced the summer as positive.” This may imply
that some desired learning outcomes may be mutually incompatible
within the internship context in view of the negative correlations
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between these outcomes and the service-learaing variables.

This interpretation is further intimated by the fact that identity
growth, awareness of problem-solving complexity, and action skills
learning show moderate though non-significant intercorrelations, but
problem-area knowledge and action skills are significantly correlated,
though problem-area knowledge is uncorrelated with identity growth
or awareness of problem-solving complexity.

Thus, identity growth and awareness of problem-solving com-
plexity occur together but not with problem-area knowiledge,
whereas action skills fearning seems to draw from both streams in the
data.

We can summarize these data by suggesting the following two
hypotheses:

1. If task factors and agency factors are positive, then change
cccurs in the direction of increased motivation toward service-learn-
ing and an acquisition of greater knowledge and action skills in
community problem-solving.

2. If the task factors and agency factors are negative, then
change occurs in the direction of increased self-awareness, increased
knowledge of the difficulty of community problem-solving, and a
sense of acquisition or greater action skill in community problem-
solving. There is little increased service-learning motivation.

Of course, this isn’t a complete framework. Factors that we have
previously labeled as important, such as the qualitative nature of
intern activity and type n»f intern motivation, have not been
integrated with it. Unfortunately, the poor return of the third
questionnaire prevents this integration on an empirical level.

Several notes are in order before closing this section. It was a
surprise to the researcher to find that two variables—sense of project
worthwhileness and identification of desirable future jobs within the
agency—emerged as the most importantly related to many of the
learning outcomes. My theoretical orientation would have led me to
believe that task accomplishment would have been the more
important of the two variables relating to the project itself. But,
worthwhileness as a more crucial variable begins to make sense when
one considers the data on initial motivation. The vast majority of the
students reported that they were strongly motivated by an oppor-
tunity to help others. It is therefore not surprising that the capacity
of the task to allow the student to meet his need to help others
should have been an extremely important factor in understanding the
internship process.

Similarly, the fact that the identificatiof
was an important exp'anatory variable in &
outcomes suggests that the desire for a car§
strong but unstated need of students §
programis. )

We asked the agency supervisor to put B
educator and to evaluate the program as toff
was most educational and io specify what 4
is a listing of the items titatf the agency §
iearned during the summer and an indicatio@

Most Valued
Learnirg Outcome

New awareness and concern about
public needs

Insight intc the nature of community
problems

Broad knowledge of the agency

Insight into the complexities of
problem-solvirng efforts

Increased capacity for objective
judgment

Relating academic theory to the
real world

Increased research competence

Increased self-reliance in community
probfem-salving

Learning how to work with others

Learning how to get things-done

No iearning

L

Leariiing that the establishment is human

We also asked which aspects of «';f:
etucational. Ten replied, the “direct &
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Similarly, the fact that the identification of desirable future roles
was an important explanatory variable in relation to other learning
outcomes suggests that the desire for a carcer identity may be a very
strong but unstated need of students applying for internship
progranis.

We asked the agency supervisor to put himself in the place of the
educator and to evaluate the program as to which aspect of the work
was most educational and to specify what the intern lcarned. Below
is a listing of the items that the agency supervisors thought were
learned during the summer and an indication of their frequency.

Most Valued

Learning Outcome Frequency Observed

New awareness and corcern about

public needs 4
Insight into the nature of community

problems : 3
Broad knowledge of the agency . 4
Insight into the complexities of

problem-solving efforts 10
{ncreased capacity for objective

judgment 1
Relating academic theory to the

real world 3
Increased research competence 2
Increased self-reliance in community

problem-solving 4
Learning how to work with others B
Learning how to get things done 2
No learning 1
Learning that the establishment is human 1

We also asked which aspects of the internship were most
educational. Ten replied, the “direct contact/interaction with



colleagues and clients.” Five saw the observation of agency opera-
tions as most education.!; a like number saw the experience of
carrying out a project as most valuable. Four others thought that car-
rying out research in the community setting was most educational.

In order to collect their impressions of student learning, we went
through the list of the faculty evaluation questionnaires (N=8) and
noted each comment that was an observation about student learning.
We have arranged thc comments under headings that seem appro-
priate from the context:

Awareness of difficulty and complexity of community problem-
solving:

1. They both learned the reality of public administration that
can come only from daily involvement.

2. Students begin to realize and appreciate that things cannot be
changed overnight—mainly because the problem didn’t come into
being overnight.

3. The development of perspective on the part of the intern.

4. Interns realized that life is not a right or wrong, good or bad
situation but a mixture, and yet such compromise can lead to
progress.

5. Learn that the human element is primary and that they had to
accept results that were the result of bargaining and negotiating.
6. Development of ability to adapt to disappointing as well as
satisfying circumstances.

7. To learn more humility.

Autonomy and self-confidence:

1. Young adult emerged from being hand-fed information to a
thinking individual with a good deal more self-confidence than he
had at the beginning.

2. Building up of the self-confidence of the young men. They
began to think of themselves as men rather than boys.

3. Improved self-concept for at least three of seven.

4. See the interns become individuals.

Increased motivation:

1. Several students are so excited about their experience that

they are actually seeking employment in i
2. They really enjoy the experience.
3. Rising enthusiasm for the project.

Learning failures:

1. NOT always rcliable.
2. Never really came to grips with social o
3. Some students looked at this prograng
not allow time for cross-fertilization

interns. :
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they are actually seceking employment in a similar arca,
2. They really enjoy the experience.
3. Rising enthusiasm for the project.

Learning failures:

1. NOT always reliabie.

2. Never really came to grips with social activist ideas.

3. Some students looked at this program as a job only and did
not allow time for cross-fertilization reflection with other
interns.

The categories that the faculty observations fall into seem largely
in accord with student observations, though the relative frequencies
with which the categories are mentioned are somewhat different. The
faculty seemed to note most frequently changes that had to do with
awareness of the complexity of the real world, the tempering of
idealism with pragmatism, ability to handle disappointment, and the
like. The students indicated that such learning was less frequent than
increased motivation for experiential learning, which the faculty also
noted. The faculty categories of autonomy and self-confidence
probably are consistent with our findings on such items as sense of
accomplishment and a sense of doing something worthwhile, since
the latter may be conceived as means to the former.

The following grouping {see next page) of the items identified as
learning outcomes by the agency supervisors on page 80 makes the
list comparable to those learning outcomes observed by faculty and
students.

The faculty counselors and the agency supervisors agree that a
frequently occurring outcome is increased insight into the com-
plexity of community problem-solving, placing somewhat greater
emphasis on this item than the students do. The agency supervisors
see acquisition of new problem-solving skills as relatively much more
frequent than do the students, who put this low on their list of
learning outcomes. The agency people confirm student reports of
seeing a new awareness and concern about public needs and faculty
reports of growth in autonomy and self-discipline.

It may be that students, faculty, and agency participants in the
service-learning program may have group-related biases in the
evaluation of learring so that an objective picture of what the
student learns may really mean a compositive picture.
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Learning Outcome Combined
Grouping Combined [tems Frequency
Mew awareness of and concern
for rublic needs 1 4
New knowledge of the problem
and the agencies 2,3 7
Insight into the complexity
of problem-solving efforts 4 10
New problem-solving skills 5,6,7,9,10 13
Increased self-reliance 8 4

D. Evaluation of the Experience by the Agency Supervisor

Two of the major goals of the program of the NCIO are: (1) to
provide additional manpower to aid communities in dealing with
local problems; and (2)to develop ncw linkages between the
academic community and public agencies. In the final agency
supervisor questionnaire we asked questions that were directly
relevant to the evaluation of the summer intern programs in terms of
these goals. We asked the supervisor to make an overall evaluation of
the performance of the student interns. The results are summarized
below:

Satisfaction with Student Performance

Highly satisfied 1

Somewhat dissatisfied
Highly dissatisfied

1
Somewhat satisfied 4
1

Total 17

We asked the supervisors, further, to specify the reasons that lead
them to make this evaluation. After looking at these responses, we
found that the model characteristics of the highly successful intern
were good work, good rapport, and a high degree of initiative and

independence as judged by the agency supcervisd
successful interns sezmed to fall down on one or §
categories, e.g., did good work but didn’t get alj
rapport but didn’t perform quite satistactorily In (§
high dissatisfaction was noted, the intern was des
argumentative,” and the program itself as “‘uft
over-complex.” The somewhat dissatisfied supervg
his projects had been subverted by the facul{§
overemphasized the intern seminar. One of the if§
what satisfied was a summary statement of the we
individually judged: 1 poor, 2 good, | supcrior.

Of seventcen supervisors responding, only
they planned to maintain contact with the faculiyj§
coming year.

So, the students within this sample scemed ([j
well, but the hope for continuing contact on the af
seems to be anticipated only in a minority of the c:§

We asked the agency supervisor to describe hil
were most rewarding and that were most trying i
The responses to the inquiry of what was most|
agency supervisor, make it clear that he derivg
satisfactions that had not been anticipated in earli
motivation and positive expectations. We have
statements and listed them in the table on the next})

Some illustrative examples of the responses g
coded follow:

Establishing warin friendships with some of thef
ow very much potential lies within young peofg

The intern working with me has added enthusilg
my work frequently by tatking with me about
we are dealing with as they relate to her own ¢
greatly increased my perspective. [Coded 2]

Seeing a broadening of her understanding of 1@
how it works and its limitations; seeing a rf§
resources available to citizens and the means§
Discussions about many subjects; observing hef
community and arca. Observing her become a§
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independence as judged by the agency supervisor. The somewhat
successful interns seemed to fall down on one or the others of these
categories, e.g., did good work but didn’t get along, or had good
rapport but didn’t perform quite satisfactorily. In the one case where
high dissatisfaction was noted, the intern was described as “lazy and
argumentative,” and the program itself as ‘“‘uncoordinated and
over-complex.” The somewhat dissatisfied supervisor reported that
his projects had been subverted by the faculty counselor, who
overemphasized the intern seminar. One of the instances of some-
what satisfied was a summary statement of the work of four interns
individually judged: 1 poor, 2 good, | superior.

Of seventeen supervisors responding, only four indicated that
they planned to maintain contact with the faculty counselors in the
coming year.

So, the students within this sample seemed to have performed
well, but the hope for continuing contact on the agency-faculty level
seems to be anticipated only in a minority of the cases.

We asked the agency supervisor to describe his experiences that
were most rewarding and that were most trying in a personal sense.
The responses to the inquiry of what was most rewarding to the
agency supervisor, make it clear that he derived a number of
satisfactions that had not been anticipated in earlier questions about
motivation and positive expectations. We have categorized these
statements and listed them in the table on the next page.

Some illustrative examples of the responses and how they were
coded follow: '

Establishing warm friendships with some of them. Realizing anew
how very much potential lies within young people. [Coded 1]

The intern working with me has added enthusiasm and insight to
my work frequently by talking with me about the program ideas
we are dealing with as they relate to her own experience. This has
greatly increased my perspective. {Coded 2]

Secing a broadening of her understanding of local government—
how it works and its limitations; seeing a recognition of the
resources available to citizens and the means of tapping them.
Discussions about many subjects; obaerving her involvement in a
community and area. Observing her become a working part of a
rural community at the family level, more than an institutional
level. [Coded 3]



Category of Approximate
Positive Frequency
Code Experience {N=30})
1 Development of a warm personal rela-
tionship with the intern 6
2 Drew inspiration from the personal
characteristics of the interns 7
3 Enjoyed seeing the interns grow,
learn, and enjoy their internship 7
4 Interchange of ideas between
supervisor and intern 4
5 Increased intergenerational
understanding 2
6 Enjoyed being useful as an expert 1
7 Increased my sensitivity to the
feelings of others 1

The supervisors also reported a number,of personally trying
expericnces, although one-third of the thirty respondents indicated
no especially trying or frustrating experiences. What bad things did
happen were in the areas of: (1) administration—getting pay for the
interns, making schedules; (2) dealing with intern performance
failure—lack of punctuality, poor report writing, irresponsible atti-
tude; (3) mediating—between rejecting agency people and well-mean-
ing youth or between tactless young people and agency colleagues:
(4) finding enough time to provide the kind of supervisory support
deemed nccessary; and (5) feelings ot inadequacy in the supervisor
role. Two excerpts illustrate this last category:

The feeling that I might not be giving adequate guidance in the
project, because of my own lack of knowledge and insight, was
the one thing that bothered me. ... I could not always provide
clear-cut answers to the questions asked, but we did come to a
better understanding of each other’s problems,

Providing the proper leadership to insure basic motivation

without taking over. Attempting to |
nient to continue in spite of difficulti
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without taking over. Attempting to provide sufficient encourage-
ment to continue in spite of difficulties encountered.

The supervisors were asked what changes they would make in the
intern program. The single response to this question—which most left
unanswered —was that they would take more time to work with the
interns. They did, however, supply a greater variety of suggestions
for overull change in the program. These suggestions included: more
timely paydays: more ligison with university; greater task versus
rescarch orientation; clearer administrative liaison; few question-
naires; dclete seminars/college advisors; and better orizntation
programs.

E. Evaluation of Faculty Counsclors’
Experience and Learning

By and large, the counselors saw their involvement as positive.
When asked to rate their experience on a one-to-four scale ranging
from highly positive (1) to highly negative (4), five of the faculty saw
it as a highly positive experience and three of the faculty saw it as a
“mildly positive” experience (2).

When asked if they thought their behavior as faculty members
would be any different next year as a result of this summer’s
experience, four replied with definite change plans, one stressed
learning on interpersonal relationships, and one spoke of how his
own knowledge of community problem-solving had been expanded.
Two others indicated that they anticipated no.change in behavior,
but one of these said, “I am already convinced that students can
handle responsible tasks if given enough confidence and a minimum
amount of advice.”

Here are examples of the definite plans for change the faculty
members report:

Next Year: (1) course content changes indicated by students’
needs; (2) plan to use interns as resource persons in “‘social
issues’’ course.

In order to bring auout the (necessary) changes in educational
style . . . faculty and administrators must be re-educated. At
some time in the ncar future, I'll try my hand at recommending a
modus operandi for accomplishing this.
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In the second questionnaire we asked a similar question: “What
are you learning from the encounter as a teacher and a counselor?”
Of the twelve faculty members responding, six indicated that their
own service-learning awareness had increased in terms of understand-
ing community problems and the practical difficulties in organizing
to solve them. Eight responded primarily in terms of what they
learned about students, primarily an increase in their estimation of
students’ abilitics to do competent work independently. In two cases
the faculty member registered both types of fearnings, accounting for
the total of fourteen responses. Interestingly enough, none of the
faculty reported learning about how to be an effective counselor in
this situation. This omission strikes this researcher a fairly significant
finding, though not inconsistent with other data we have noted
earlier. It is particularly consistent with the fact that the faculty
members report relatively little dialogue with their students about
the nature of their relationship.

Finally, we asked the faculty members about their plans for
maintaining contact with the agency the interns were affiliated with
during the summer, keeping in mind that one of the major goals for
the internship office is to increase linkages between university
faculty and community agencies. Seven of the eight faculty members
replied to this question. Four replied that they intended to maintain
their agency contacts, one for the purpose of obtaining field
expericnce for his public administration students, one in order to
recruit new students to carry on the project. Another said: ‘I have
already planned to have the two agency supervisors meet with me in
order to explore formally, more UNC-Charlotte-agency (mental
health clinic) communication and joint efforts.” Three replied
negatively. In two cases this was becausc the faculty meinber was
moving from the area, in one other it was because contacts with the
agency people “did not develop very extensively” during the
summer.

F. Closing Comments on the Agency
and Faculty Change Data

If we were to make soie summary statements about the
evaluation of the service-learning internship program by the agency
supervisors, we must state that they were generally highly satisfied
with student task performance; they also received significant and it
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seems unanticipated interpersonal rewards from their association
with the interns. The main challenges that they had to meet seem to
have been: oversecing the development of rapport between student
interns and agency workers, and providing the right kind of
leadership, leadership that was both supportive and helpful but
encouraged autonomy, independence, and seli-reliance on the part of
the interns.

The faculty tended to evaluate the experience as generally
positive, tliough somewhat less so than the agency supcrvisor. Part of
the reason for this may lie in the fact that the faculty members had,
on the average, much less contact with the students and so received
fewer of the interpersonal rewards mentioned by the agency
supervisors, The learning that the faculty reported scemed to be
relatively dichotomous: that is, one group of faculty reported that
they learned more about scrvice-learning and community problem-
solving, whereas another group indicated that their chief learning had
to do with the capabilities of students to do independent work. This
difference may be indicative of a duality of faculty-student counsel-
ing relationships that our data has not uncovered elsewhere.
Secondly, the fact that no faculty members rcport significant
learning in the area of how to be a more cffective counselor is
interesting since this was a chief learning goal of many faculty
members. This finding is understandable in light of the fact that the
faculty reported earlier that they spent very little time speaking with
the student about their relationship per se. One wonders if the
faculty had other opportunities to discuss the development of their
student relationships. This apparent lack of discussion of the events
that were important in the counseling relationship may have
accounted for the faculty’s failure to report any growth in this arca.

While neither the faculty nor agency supcrvisors report strong
motivation to maintain and develop agency-university linkages, the
faculty seem to be somewhat more motivated in this arca than the
supervisors sampled. By and large, however, this goal of the
service-learning program must be admitted to have been only partly
realized on the agency-faculty level. There is indication however, that
faculty members do revise their opinions upward of student capacity
for independent work as a result of being a counselor and that in
some cases this leads to plans for educational innovation. Our
follow-up study should give us some indication of how extensively
these plans were followed through.



The Internship as a Developmental Process

Cun a project-oricnted internship be divided into somewhat
regularly occurring stages? One objective of this summer’s inquiry
was to find out. Our findings lead us to conclude that the internship,
as presently constructed, leads not to one but to several intertwined
developmental processes.

The students report that their internship changes with the
demands of their particular task in a regularly progressing way. The
faculty has contributed a description of the emotional states that
accompany the various stages of task progression. The agency
supervisor’s view has to do with the differing rates of competence
acquisition and the acculturation of the intern to the agency. It is
cvident from these descriptions that one’s perception of the
developmental sequence is linked to one’s role and motivations
within the service-learning framework. Nevertheless, these percep-
tions are important becausc they probably have a bearing on fecling,
behavior, and learning within the service-learning context.

We have also spent soma time exploring in detail the initial stages
of the internship because our 1969 report indicated that students
experienced their most intense feelings of difficulty during the first
weeks, The initial stages of the internship are discussed in the section
on “‘intern weightlessness™ and in the faculty view of the progression
of their relationship with the interns.

A. Internship Stages as a Function
of Task Requireinents

Fifteen out of the seventeen interns completing the final
questionnaire perceived definite stages in their internships. These
stages were almost exclusively related to the changes in activity
called for by the intern’s project. In a few cases, however, the interns
perceived the major stages to be a reflection of changes in their
relationships to their supervisors (& changing concept of their role in
the oftice). In the two cases where the internship experience was
pereeived to be of a single piece, one internship project consisted of
obscrvation and recording the nature of cases in district court, the
other involved informing the aged poor of their rights under Social
Security regulations,

These data provided no evidence for postulating any relationship
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between the perception of the internship as a developmental process
in terms of the number of stages perceived and the Kind of activity
undertaken by the intern. The following table summarizes the data
on the relationship of stage perception to activity-content categories.

Research- Direct
Research Organizing Service Other
Total N 7 3 5 2
Mean stages
perceived 23 3.3 20 25

Nevertheless, a case-by-case analysis does reveal that the reasons
for perceiving the internship os composed of stages had much to do
with the nature of the intern’s activity, even if the number of stages
perceived is not directly related in these data.

In the case of rescarch or data-gathering projects, the first stage
consisted of project design. The interns tried to determine exactly
what they would sturdy and how they would study it. Thus, the
two-stage rescarch internship consisted of (1) deciding what data to
collect and how to collect it, and (2) collecting the data. In more
complex research endeavors the rescarch activity leads to three
identifiable phases of internship activity: (1) project design, in-
cluding the design of special research instruments, (2) data-collection
activity, and (3) interpretation of data and compilation of a report,

Those interns in the sample who gathered data on some specific
problem and tried to implement problem solutions using their data
generally saw  their internships as divided into three periods:
Orientation to the problem, data-gathering, and implementation. A
point worth noting here is the whole new dimension injected into the
research internship because the intern has to try to take some action
on the basis of his information. An excellent example of the new
clements added is recorded in this excerpt from survey of a Mars Hill
intern:

The third stage was the last—the actual organization of young

peenle and the final reporting—For me this was the period of
greatest strain because I had to evaluate the weeks prior to this
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point and decide whether my actions had been justified up to
this point and whether [ had gained anything during the whole
process of involving other people.

The stages of the direct-service internsiips were defined by the
interns in terms of the stages of the relationships with their clients,
In three cases, these were students who worked with a single indigent
family during the summer in the Flizabeth City arca. The interns
described their summer in terms of the process of gaining the trust of
the families with which they worked. They spoke generaily in terms
of two stages: (1) a stage of disorientation, (2) a period of gradually
developing trust and increased activity after the intern really got to
be accepted by the family. An intern who worked as a counseler for
alcohiolics in a state correctional center described his internship
phases 18 (1}an initial disorientation and lack of responsibility,
(2)airing of dissatisfactions with the agency director, (3) the
assignment of counseling dutics which he undertook for the rest of
the summer,

It appears that almost all of the interns perceived that their
summer’s experience could be divided into two or three stages and
that the nature of these stages corresponded to the kind of tasks
undertaken. Where research was the task, the student saw the
internship stages in terms of different operatious on the information
to be performed: where counseling was the fask, the student saw the
internship chiefly in terms of the stages of trust development with
the clients; where action was called for, the lines of demarcation
were between gathering information and using the information in
attempting to bring about problem solution.

B. Emotional Correlates of Internship Stages
As Perccived by Faculty

We asked the faculty members to tell us how they saw the
development of the summer internship in stages, The faculty came
up with a much more complex and claborated view of the internship
process than cither the students themselves or the agency counselors,
Students conceptualized their experience in two or at most three
stages, but this data indicates that the fiaculty could see in some cases
as many as Five or six distinct stages, For example:

Q
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Excitement, challenge

Dismay, uncertainty

Sonie routinization

Pleasure with results

Back to uncertainty—realization that problems remain

S W -

This model seems to be generally duplicated by the reports of
three other faculty members. Departures from this model included a
group program where there were initial trust problems between
counselor and interns to be overcome due to racial and other
differences, a group program in which the counselor reports wide
variance in intern motivation, and a report which merely said “both
interns seemed to grow and develop as they gained experience.” The
emotional phases of the typical project-oriented internship make
sense to this researcher because they seem to follow the pattern of
internship events. My composite schema on the basis of this data
would be:

Simultaneous

Feeling Level Internship Event

1. Anticipation, excitement 1. Conceiving and negotiating project

2. Actually getting on the job and confronting

2. Confusion and dismay
vagueness of the real world

3. Energy, determination 3. Finally deciding on what's to be done

4. Ups and downs and getting about it

5. Sense of accomplishment, 4. Various follow-through events

satisfaction, relief 5. Task completion

8. Concern, uncertainty, anxiety 6. What to do next?

1]

C. Intern Development from the Agency Perspective

The supervisors were asked in the final questionnaire to describe
the internship experience in terms of stages and to note any major
turning points that occurred. Only seven out of the sixteen reporting
supervisors were able to identify definite stages in the internship.

The developmental sequences described were both positive and



negative. The positive sequences included: increase in competence
and confidence in task performance, steady deepening of relationship
with agency supervisor, and increasing acceptance and respect won
from co-workers and clients. In several cases this process was snooth
and steady. In others there were definite lags and breaks.

An example of a steady growth experience:

... Gradually but not slowly, she began to develop a fine feel for
the differences between important, the interesting, and the
unimportant. Furiher ske soon developed a keen insight into the
declared purpose and the actual operations of manpower
programs. She learned to appreciate, to a surprising degree, the
steps neoessary to bring recognition of an employment need
through Congressional mancuvering, bureaucrit'c interpretations
and, tilen, local power infighting, and finall:, to the agency that
implements the program . . . .

A rougher growth experience echoing the idea of the **

phenomernon:

weightlessness”

Ai ihe beginning she was shy, insecure, and frustrated. She
showed real fear early in the game. But her poise, self-assurance
and skill increased with leaps and bounds and her contribution
cannot really be measured.

On the negative side, the experiences tended to be of interrupted
or incomplete development. Here are examples:

We saw one intern go down-hill. Enthusiasm and plans were high
at beginning. Initially, we thought this individual would be the
most outstanding. After marriage, this one went down and each
day was less dependable.

... heseemed to handle his assignments reasonably well ... yet,
when it came time for him to write his project report, he did not
seem to put much effort into writing it.

After several weeks on the job, Professor ——— called on us and
impressed upon us the primary importance of the intern’s
seminar. . .. It was our understanding after that meeting that the
interns would have to concentrate on a shorter-range project
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feelings were quite powerful. These are thi

At first the feeling of weightlessnesdi
panic stage . .. quite acute ... over-vi
weightlessness . . . intense frustration |



sequences included: increase in competence
Boerformance, steady deepening of relationship
. and increasing acceptance and respect won
®icnts. In several cases this process was smooth
gere were definite fags and breaks.

% ady growth cxperience:

&0t slowly, she began to develop a fine feel for
B:tween important, the interesting, and the
@icr she soon developed a keen insight into the
and the actual operations of manpower
@ned to appreciate, to a surprising degree, the
® bring recognition of an smployment need
g nal mancuvering, bureaucratic interpretations
@wer infighting, and finally, to the agency that
@oram ... :

gicnce cchoing the idea of the “weightlessness”

B she was shy, insecure, and frustrated. She
B :rly in the game. But her poise, self-assurance
@ with leaps and bounds and her contribution
Rasured.

B c, the experiences tended to be of interrupted
mhent. Here are examples:

B 2o down-hill. Enthusiasm and plans were high
Wiy, we thought this individual would be the
BAfter marriage, this one went down and each
Rlable.

andle his assignments reasonably well . . . yet,
& for him to write his project report, he did not
B (fort into writing it.

B on the job, Professor ——— called on us and
s the primary importance of the intern’s
B our understanding after that meeting that the
| to concentrate on a shorter-range project

Q

which would satisfy their academic requirements. From that time
on, the interns kept more to themselves and thzir projects
focused on a descriptive analysis of the agency and iis operations.

D. The Init 4l Stages: Exploration of thc
“Weightlessness Phenomenon”

The third question of ‘the initial student questionnaire consti-
tuted a general probe into the “weightlessness phenomenon” and the
process of the intern’s integration within the agency and his
job-defining process. Fortunately, the response to the first question-
naire was quife good, so the following analysis is based on sixty-two
intern observations.

The responses have been analyzed on the following aspects of the
phenomenon: its prevalence, phenomenology, intensity. duration,
causes, resolutions, and the factors present i the situations where no
weightlessness was reported. -

In 35 cases, the intern reported some weightlessness, in 20 cases
there was no weightlessness reported, and 7 responses were am-
biguous.

The words used to describe this experience vary somewhat but a
common theme of general uncomfortableness seems to emerge. Here
are examples of the different ways the interns who did experience
initial weightlessness described their feelings:

feeling somewhat directionless. .. the fecling of not knowing
my purpose or what i was supposed to do... we floated . ..
sense of helplessness ... depressing at points... feelings of

uncertainty ... a feeling of vagueness and lots of overall
questions . . . frustration pertaining to the lack of information
concerning the project ... at the beginning of the internship we

were all completely lost.

In seven cases, or one-fifth of those reporting the weightlessness
phenomenon, the interns volunteered the information that the
feelings were quite powerful. These are the terms they used:

At first the feeling of weightlessness plagued me almost to the

panic stage ... Quite acute . . . over-whelming . . . a great deal of
weightlessness . . . intense frustration . . . completely lost.
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In one case an intern emphasized that while he did experience .

weightlessness, it was not an intense feeling or an overpowering one.
In about four-fifths of the cases there was no indication as to the
intensity of the feelings. One presumes that there was probably a
continuum of intensity, but that it was an intense feeling for only a
small proportion of the interns (only about 10 percent in this
sample). ’

The duration of these feclings varied also. Eleven of the intern
respondents indicated how long these feelings persisted. Their
responses are summarized as follows: one week or less—2; two
weeks—4; three to five weeks—3; and six or more weeks—2. Of
course, these figures are only suggestive and permit no conclusions to
be drawn since we do not have data on persistence for all 35 interns
who experienced weightlessness.

The chief cause of weightlessness cited by the interns is the lack
of certainty about exactly what to do and how to do it. The
following response is illustrative:

My period of “weightlessness’ began inumediately. I didn’t kriow
what to do and my supervisor didn’t know what to do with me.
It took a week for us to get straight on exactly what my job
would be.

because they felt the agency was do-§
be called upon to produce:

to understand the organization of
what people to contact for differefg

My experience this year has b§
definite, concrete, and in fact, eag
system. Then the problems becorfg
but with the preliminary in-serf
become easier and easier to acufl
accomplished without the feeling
and useless time consumed chasing

In two cases the interns report

There could be no lack of direc@

solves problems by covering theif
that the Commission does, I kncv
Jor me or expected of me. '

Another example of an agency sié

Some other causes of weightlessness cited by the interns
included: life inn a strange town, anxiety about ability to get the job
done, lack of help from agency personnel, fear that I might “have to

weightlessness is worth mentioning. T®
on thorough planning but also in g
perceived by the interns:

confront some powerful people in order to get the job done.”

The twenty interns who did not report feelings of weightlessness
gave reasons which were largely the obverse of those given above.
Commonly mentioned were: an initially clear role definition—4;
effective orientation programs—35; other prior consuliation—3; pre-
vious experience in the field—3; prior internship experience—1; and
strong support from an agency advisor—3. Here are some examples of
intern responses who reported no weightlessness.

1 didn’t experience that kind of feeling. I felt more comfortable
and certein of what was expected to be done. The major factors

Prior to beginning the internship i
our objective and our method @
were given free reign and inforng
unless we encountered some insuf
direction we feel that the success o
Therefore, we make decisions wit!j§
because of errors. Therefore we {8
loose.

These feelings of weightlessness ajff

were: The center is structured to permit easy movement and
flexibility. Staff and residents have been receptive to ideas and
help you can offer staff members. Orientation Week . . . aids one

variety of behavior on the part of the §
to generate personal! support and
internship so that plans could be conc

‘ 88

IToxt Provided by ERI




10t an intense feeling or an overpowering one.
&' the cases there was no indication as to the
$cs. One presumes that there was probably a
§. but that it was an intense feeling for only a
gkhc interns (only about 10 percent in this

1ese feelings varied also. Eleven of the intern
¥ how long these feelings persisted. Their
gized as follows: one week or less—2; two
Be weeks—3; and six or more weeks—2. Of
: only suggestive and permit no conclusions to
not have data on persistence for all 35 interns
dtlessness.

d weightlessness cited by the internsis the lack
pactly what to do and how to do it. The
Bustrative:

R:htlessness”™ began immediately. I didn’t know

" us to get straight on exactly” what my job

s of weightlessness cited by the interns
gige town, anxiety about ability to get the job
b1 agency personnel, fear that I might “have to
Bl people in order to get the job done.”

who did not report feelings of weightlessness
Brc largely the obverse of those given above.
§ were: an initially clear role definition—4;
Brograms—3; other prior consultatiocn—3; pre-
g field—3; prior internship experience—1; and
agency advisci—3. Here are some examples of
ported no weightlessness.

R that kXind of feeling. I felt more comfortable
k¥ was expected to be done. The major factors
s structured to permit easy movement and
4d residents have been receptive to ideas and
staff members. Orientation Week . .. aids one

crn emphasized that while he did experience

& supervisor didn’t know what to do with me. )

to understand the organization of the department and to know
what people to contact for different information.

My experience this year has been, for the most part, very
definite, concrete, and in fact, easy projects to ease me into the
system. Then the problems become progressively more difficult,
but with the preliminary in-service orientation projects, they
become easier and casier to accomplish; that is, they can be
accomplished without the feeling of overwhelming frustration
and useiess time consumed chasing rabbits.

In two cases the interns reported no fecling of weightlessness

because they felt the agency was do-nothing and that they wouldn’t
be called upon to produce: -

There could be no fack of direction of what to do. I saw very
carly—the second week—that the Commission is a weak, noncom-
mital body which avoids taking a stand.on an issue and often
solves problems by covering them up. Because there is so little
that the Commission does, I knew that there would be no duties
Jor me or expected of me.

Another example of ar agency strategy that tended to reduce

weightlessness is worth mentioning. The emphasis here was not only

on thorough planning but also in reducing the potential threat
perceived by the interns:

Prior to beginning the internship we met and thoroughly planned
our objective and our method for reaching this objective. We
were given free reign and informed that we were on our own
unless we encountered some insurmountable obstacle. With this
direction we feel that the success or failure rests on our decisions.
Therefore, we make decisions with no fear of being hung on rack
because of errors. Therefore we feel, at lcast I feel, very free and
loose.

These feelings of weightlessnzss appear to have motivated a wide

variety of behavior on the part of the interns. This behavior appeared
to generate personal support and more information about the .
internship so that plans could be concretized. This “‘search Gehavior”



seemed mostly to occur in three patterns that have to do with source
of information. There were those (7) who tended to rely chiefly on a
single authoritative source for direction and information, there were
those (5) who sought information from a wide varicty of sources,
and there were those (6) who sought information from co-workers or
fellow interns.

Here are examples of intern responses that have been categorized
in this way:

[single authoritative source] For about the first two weeks I had
this feeling of “weightlessness,” after these weeks I had a good
idea of what was expected of me. The credit for this can.go to
the advisor whom I worked under, he was very helpful in
explaining every segment of the problem.

[wide variety of sources] In trying to cope with these feelings we
traveled to various subsidiaries, talked with personnel, and read
any available material concerning the organization, operation,
and plans not only of this officc but of the department as
well. . .. Daily contact witli several of the department’s young
ingenious members has especially strengthened our motivations
and efforts.

[colleagues] During the first week I did feel weightlessness.
However, as the week passed and I became more relaxed, this
feeling soon left. This is probably because the people I worked
around were so nice and helped in making me welcome to the
new job.

Individual situations elicited still other responses. One individual,
working with a group, resolved his anxiety about the lack of group
iiiitiative by providing the ideas which got the project moving,
Another student, dissatisfied with the lack of meaningful work after
two weeks, aired his grievances with the supervisors and got a new
job. It took another intern six weeks to get to the same point with
the same result. Another intern reported that he just accepted
feelings of weightlessness as normal and indicated no special steps to
alleviate them, saying that he wouild live with his “‘inadequacies.”

In two cases the interns reported that they struggled through the
weightlessness phase without help from others. Mne of these
respondents expressed it this way.

In coping with these feelings as bespg
successful in forcing myself to aspirg
project rather than terminating it
partner and I retused to contact anyonfg
determined to resolve these ills indepef

E. Factors Affecting the Initi:@
Faculty-Student Relaty

As the faculty described their initial §
ships with the interns several parameters (@
were: (1) number of counselees—were faculg
individual students or with a group of stug
were working with a group, were the stud)
different projects? (2) status of prior rel:
know each other beforehand, (b) did the
students individually who werc strangc$
(c) were the students acquainted with cacl
as a group with the faculty?

In each case, the task of the faculty 1§
example, when the faculty member hadg
already established with the interns, he §
initial rapport. He may be then in a pos§
develop relationships among themselves. ¥}
did not know the student group beforeh{§
“break in”--to relate himself effectively to
In one instance of this type the faculty mj
started off in a friendly and associative 1
unstructured and informal.” But another }
counselor to a group of black interns rei
the relationship was formal and one-sided. |
information and asking for participation . §
to give.” Another counselor reported: “I
overtures” to the interns.

So, in the case where there were pr§
counselors and students, the climate ol |
have been perceived by the counselors :
when the counselor was a stranger to ang
were mixed in terms of the climate of §
relationship.
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atisfied with the lack of meaningful work after
grievances with the supervisors and got a new
intern six weeks to get to the same point with
gother intern reported that he just accepted
ness as normal and indicated no special steps to
that he would live with his “inadequacies.”

interns reported that they struggled through the
without help from others. One of these

In coping with these feelings as best 1 could however, 1 was
successful in forcing myself to aspire toward completing this
project rather than terminating it prior to completion. My
partner and 1 refused to contact anyone for help because we were
determined to resolve these ills independently.

E. Factors Affecting the Initial Stages of the
Faculty-Student Relationship

As the faculty described their initial stages of building relation-
ships with the interns several parameters emerged. These parameters
were: (1) number of counselees—were faculty members working with
individual students or with a group of students? If faculty members
were working with a group, were the student interns in the same or
different prcjects? (2) status of prior relationship—(a) did everyone
know each other beforehand, (b) did the faculty member know the
students individually who were strangers among themselves, or
(c) were the students acquainted with each other, but unacquainted
as a group with the faculty?

In each case, the task of the faculty member was different. For
example, when the faculty member had individual relationships
already established with the interns, he reported no problems of
initial rapport. He may be then in a position to help the students
develop relationships among themselves. When the faculty member
did not know the student group beforehand, his task was how to
“break in’’—to relate himself effectively to the already formed group.
In one instance of this type the faculty member reported: “We have
started off in a friendly and associative relationship with is rather
unstiuctured and informal.”” But another faculty member, a white
counselor to a group of black interns reported: “The beginning of
the relationship was formal and one-sided. I was faculty feeding them
information and asking for participation ... that they weren’t ready
to give.” Another counselor reported: “I have had to make all the
overtures” to the interns. ‘

So, in the case where there were prior relationships between
counselors and students, the climate of the relationship seems to
have been perceived by the counselors as generally positive. But,
when the counselor was a stranger to an intern group, the results
were mixed in terms of the climate of the initial stages of the
relationship.
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The Service-Learning Model in the Perspective of the Data

The support model for experiential learning and service used in
the service-learning programs consisted of (1) intern(s), (2) their
agency advisor, and (3) the faculty counselor. This report shows the
faculty counselor role most in need of clearer definition and greater
support since the faculty counselor is beset by initial feelings of
incompetence to meet student’s needs, is perceived as least helpful,
and has least contact with the student. I believe that the distance of
the faculty member may actually be turned to the advantage of
learning because it gives him a crucial time perspective. But the
faculty member must learn how to parlay his perspective into student
learning and self-evaluation in individual and group situations.

The agency supervisor, it is revealed, may be the chief “educa-
tional agent” in the framework. As such he needs to be helped to
deal with basic tensions of his role as task-master, educator, and
coach of the interns. »

We need to develop more effective means of encouraging the
student io adequately conceptualize and learn from his on-going
experience. While the intern’s final repert summarizes the content of
his project, there are no mechaniems yet developsd to help him
understand the processes in the human interaction and interaction
with the task which lead to the success or failure of his project.

We need to broaden our understanding of the learning environ-
ment to include the influences of non-supervisory agency colleagu:-.,
fellow interns, and the impacts of the service-learning program
coordinating staffs to have a truly comprehensive base for continued
inquiry.

Finally, it is also clear that the relationship between agency
supervisor and faculty counselor is a very weak one. It is not strong
enough to assure the hope for collaboration between agency and
faculty for service and learning. Unless mechanisms can be developed
that bring the agency and faculty together more effectively, the goal
of increased university-agency communication will continue to be
only occasionally accomplished.



The Agency Supervisors’ Evaluation of the 1971 Summer
Governor’s Intern Program

Walter J. Gordon

One week after the Governor’s Intern Program officially ended on
August 27, 1971, the cighty-one agency personnel who had acted as
intern supervisors were asked to evaluate the overall program. Each
supervisor was asked to complete and return the “‘Host Agency
Questionnaire.” The questionnaire was divided into four parts, which
alled on the supervisor to evaluate his relationship with the intern
he worked with, the intern’s project, the intern himself, and the
intern program administration. Even though divided this way for case
of completion and evaluation, the mest pertinent and frequently
appearing comments (c.g., ‘‘more advance planning”) were found
interspersed throughout the responses to the questionnaire.

The total sample evaluated contained the responses of 47
supervisors who collectively supervised 82 of the 136 interns. The
method used in evaluating the questionnaires called for dividing the
sample into the two following groups: (1) the 33 single intern
supervisors who directly worked with only one intern cach: and
(2) the 14 multiple intern supervisors who collectively supervised 49
interns. In most cases, multiple intern supervisors worked with two
interns: in five cases, supervisors were responsible for more than two
interns, with the highest number being in the Purchasing Depart-
ment, which supervised fourteen interns.

All questions appearing on the Host Agency Questionnaire
(hereafter abbreviated as 1HAQ) were open-end questions: that is, no
response choices were presented: therefore cach question required
reflection on the summer’s experiences belore an answer could be
formulated. It can be further assumed that, since no set choices were
presented, the answers, appearing in the supervisor’s own words,
indicate true feelings more accurately. Many supervisors’ responses
were similar however, and this allowed for a general categorization of
the responses which could appear in table form. Therefore, the
1.5 cvaluation was included as a section of the Georgia "Governor's Intern Program: Final
Report, Stmmer 19717 and was published in November 1971, The author was a sticlent at

Emaory University on assignment with the Georgia Program as an intern to conduct the
Q ation.
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owed for a general categorization of

categories listed in the tables below do not shiow responses drawn
verbatim from the HAG b, rather, show in more general terms the
supervisor’s  feelings. Though such categories are necessary  for
tabulation and display of results, they often lose thie impact of the
supervisors” words. IFor this reason, a section is included to show
some representative comments drawn directly from the questionnaire
and some of the various categories the comments were put into.

All tables contain both the number of respondent supervisors as
well as the number of interns they worked with. The “number of
interns” category should not be seen as the number of interns who
gave a certain response, but rather the number of interns responsible
to the supervisors who gave that response.

Part I of the HAQ called for an evaluation of the intern-supervisor
relationship. This section was designed not only to clicit responses
for cvaluation but also to in some way cducate the supervisor by
forcing him to recall and articulate certain actions which lielped or
hindered the relationship.

Table 1 shows the amount of contact between supervisors and
interns. As indicated, the greatest number of supervisors had contact
with their interns on a daily basis. The second greatest number of
interns (19) made weekly contacts with their supervisors, but this
figure is misleading since all 14 Purchasing Department interns did
field work in several areas around the state and therefore anything
but weekly contact was unnecessary and impractical.

Question 2 asked the supervisors to describe the nature of their
interaction with the interns. As Table 2 displays, most supervisors
saw themselves as playing an “advisory™ role in the project. giving
the intern advice when necessary, reviewing the interns’ progress, and
so forth; the next l:i-gest group defined their interaction as
“discussion” of general project plans and results, Both of these large
groups indicate that the greatest nun.ber of supervisors preferred to
let the intern take a free hand in the c:iecution of the project and
intervened only when necessary or requested.
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TABLE 1 TABLE

On the average, how often did you confer Whatare some of the things that you
with the intern(s)? were most helpfu! to him in succes
What are some of the things tha
Supervisors Interns back, might not have h
N N things more diffj
Daily 29 41
Once weekly 5 19 Helping Actions
Twice weekly 5 7 ) .
3.4 times weekly 6 13 General orientation
Periodically 2 2 A!Iowed'freedom in work
Helped find resources
and make appointments
Developed skills
TABLE 2 Helped fee! comfortable
Accompanied on specific tasks
Please describe as specifically as possible the nature of your No answer
interaction with the intern{s). How did you fit . . .
into the project the intern worked on? Hindering Actions
. None
Supervisors Interns Too little time for supervision
Advisory 15 24 Lack of supportive .services
Discussion 12 .23 (office space, clerical help, .etc.)
Supervisory 8 22 Program'—agency.goals conflict
: 6 aootnformaten
‘Ijgiiit:zyrxggkpm]em policy g g Slow in getting project started

Not accompanying in field work

Others
Allowing interns freedom in project execution also appeared in

response to Question 3, which asked the supervisor to list the actions all Purchasing Departinent interns; tl
taken on his part which either helped or hindered the intern. As objectives and approaches of the

Table 3 indicates, those actions viewed as most helpful were allowing somewhat in conflict with his goals f
the interns freedom, “gencral orientation” to the agency’s functions Along the same line, the supervi
and methods for conducting the project, and giving help in locating . identify the most rewarding experig
resources and making contacts with other agency officials, In trying experiences of the sumuiner’s
contrast, the greatest number of supervisors saw no hindering actions most rewarding experiences for mo
on their part; the next greatest number saw their inability to give the work overail, his attitudes about tl
intern more of their time as the primary hindering action. The cnly and the uniquely fresh outlook th
other unusually high number of interns appearing in the table weic various agencies. Difficult or trying ¢
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average, how often did you confer
with the intern(s)?

Supervisors Interns
N N
29 41
5 19
5 7
6 13
2 2
TABLE 2
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}ve project the intern worked on?

| Supervisors Interns
15 24
. 12 23
: 8 22
5 6
cy 4 4
3 : 3
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TABLE 3

What are some of the things that You did with the intern that you fee!
were most helpful to him in successfully completing his project?
What are some of the things that you did that, in thinking
back, might not have helped him or made
things more difficult for him?

Supervisors Interns

Helping Actions

General orientation 15 37
Allowed freedom in work
Helped find resources

and make appointments
Developed skills
Helped feel comfortable
Accompanied on specific tasks
No answer

—y
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@

NN WW
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Hindering Actions

None 2
Too little time for supervision
Lack of supportive services
(office space, clerical help, etc.)
Program-—agency goals conflict
Lack of information
Lack of experience
Slow in getting project started
Not accompanying in field work
Others

o W
- W
NN
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all Purchasing Department interns: their supervisor viewed the overall
objectives and approaches of the intern program office as being
somewhat in conflict with his goals for that particular project.

Along the same line, the supervisors were asked in Question 4 to
identify the most rewarding experiences and the most difficult or
trying experiences of the summer’s work. Table 4 shows that the
most rewarding experiences for most supervisors were the intern’s
work overall, his attitudes about the project wi d things in general,
and the uniquely fresh outlook that the interns brought into the
various agencies, Difficult or trying experiences echoed the hindering



TABLE 4

Please try to recall and describe the experiences that have been
most rewarding or trying to you personally.

Supervisors Interns

Most Rewarding Experiences

18
31

Intern’s work 1
Intern’s attitudes

Intern’s fresh outlook

Intern’s learning

Performance of specific task

Others

No answer

BEBNNDOON
-
HENO SO

Most Difficult o Trying Experiences

None 2
Too little time for supervision

Supervisor-intern relationship

Lack of supportive service

Automobile accident

General obstacles in project

intern’s personal traits (tardy, etc.; _

intern’s idealism

H
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actions descrihed in Table 3 above. It should be noted Table 4 is
somewhat misleading in that while the Purchasing Department
justifiably saw an automobile accident (no injuries) as the most
difficult :.:perience, it involved only two interns rather than all
fourteen.

The last question in Part 1 questioned the supervisor’s non-work
relationship with the intern. Table S records the results, showing the
largest number of supervisors did not discuss personal problems or
engage in social activity with their interns. However, the largest
number of interns shown on Table 5 did experience a non-working
relationship with their supervisors. This somewhat paradoxical
situation can be explained by further analysis of the table. Those
supervisors  who interacted socially were, in almost every case,
multiple intern supervisors (8 supervisors for 31 interns). The
possibility for group social intcraction is far greater for supervisors
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TABLE 5
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Supervis
No 25
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agencey rendered by the intern as the strengt
supervised. As also indicated, most supervisory
their intern’s project, or saw the twelve-weel
being too short for the amount of work involve

Table 7 is useful in seeing how the intern py
were accepted overall. Part A shows that mos
continue the project next summer. Most of tho
not wish to continue that specific project next
wis only a one-time project and would not |
This is further reflected in Part B by the over
the supervisors who said ihey would be wiiling
intern again next summer regardless of the proj

Question 5 asks the supervisor to indic
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TABLE 4

escribe the experiences that have been
g or trying to you personally.

Supervisors Interns

12 18
9 31
6 10
4 4
7 9
2 2
4 4

hnces
: 27 42
N 3 4
: 2 4
4 5
1 14
B 3 4
B, etc.) 4 4
' 3 5

M3 above. It should be noted Table 4 is
Bhat while the Purchasing Department
Bile accident (no injuries) as the most
Rolved only two interns rather than all

fit 1 questioned the supervisor’s non-work
B Table 5 records the results, showing the
%8s did not discuss personal problems or
@ith their interns. However, the largest
&5 Table 5 did experience a non-working
fipervisors. This somewhat paradoxical
Bbyv further analysis of the table. Those
§ socially wers, in almost every case,
8 (8 supervisors for 31 interns). The
B interaction is far greater for supervisors

TABLE 5

Did the intern(s) ever confer with you about personal or other problems
unrelated to his project? Did you have any interaction
with the intern outside of your regular
working relationships?

Supervisors interns
No 25 30
Yes 11 16
Semi-personal 3 5
Yes, social activity 8 3

with several interns than those with only one intern, due to the
practicality of the supervisor’s hosting a get-together for the group.
Such initial social interaction builds trust, which is a prerequisite to a
healthy working relationship.

Part 1I of the HAQ calls for the supervisor’s perscnal evaluation
of his intern’s specific project. Through these responses the signifi-
cance of the project to the supervisor and host agency can be seen.
Following are questions on the title and general nature of the
project. As Table 6 shows, most supervisors saw the data compiled
during the project. the amournt and various types of valuable
experiences the intern had over the summer, or the service to the
agency rendered by the intern as the strengths of the project they
supervised. As aiso indicated, most supervisors saw no weaknesses in
their intern’s project, or saw the twelve-week internship period as
being too short for the amount of work involved.

Table 7 is useful in seeing how the intern program and the interns
were accepted overall. Part A shows that most supervisors desire to
continue the project next sunimer. Most oi those supervisors who did
not wish to continue that specific project next summer wrote that it
was only a one-time project and would not reed to be continued.
This is further reflected in Part B by the overwhelming majority of
the supervisors who said they would be willing to supervise the same
intern again next summer regardless of tlie project.

Question 5 asks the supervisor to indicate how valuable the
project may prove to be to the host ager.y. The largest group
thought that the volume and types of data collected during the
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TABLE 6 TABLE 8

What were the project strengths and weaknesses? In what ways will the intern’s work prove valua
. to your agency?
Supervisors Interns
' Slipervis
Project Strengths
Compilation of data i1 23 Compilation of vital data 21
General service to agency " 12 Manpower relief &
Improved agency's service to public 5 9 Influenced agency policy 5
Gener.! orientation 1 14 Identified problem areas 5
Amoun?, types of experiences 5 5 Others 3
Working in interest area 5 5 No answer 5
No answer 9 14
Project Weaknesses
None : 17 31 ,
Lack of time 13 28 - TABLE 9
i:ii'f;f: i%r%f;;;?;ted ; 3 Will the intern’s projet.:t report Pe !Jrinte
Project ill-defined 5 8 to whom will it be distributed
Supervi

project would make it highly valuable to the agency. The next largest

group felt the project’s greatest value to be in releasing the supervisor Ezsure '
to do other things and in that way increasing manpower at the Included in larger report
agency. Yes
Table 9 shows how the project reports will be printed and Yes—to relaterd agencies
distributed. The significant fact to note here is that only 12 Yes—in-house

Yes—to general public

TABLE 7 supervisors (working with 13 interns) are not
. Would you recommend assigning this project to an intern next summer? publish and distribute the project report. Furtl®
Would you be willing to supervise the intern? explained that the report was very valu:ole tof
Supervisors Interns its limited applications, printing would be unnc
— = Part Il of the HAQ solicits the supervg
A. No 18 31 individual intern and his general performance;
Yes 55 43 period. Tables 10 through 13 record the suf
No answer 4 : 8 Questions 1 through 4. The tables are self-expl:§
‘ reflect the supervisors’ general feclings rather §
B. No 5 5 ) . ) . t7ed that all rd
Yes 37 67 sub-question. !t shoufd be recognize that all r
No anwwer 5 10 HAQ speak highly of the interns and the per{}

should bs; taken of the fact that 41 of the
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ngths and weaknesses?

Supervisors Interns
1 23
11 12

5 9
1 14
5 5
5 5
9 14
17 31
13 28
7 8
3 4
5 8

> to the agency. The next largest
Lto be in releasing the supervisor
Ly increasing manpower at the

it reports will be printed and
o note here is that only 12

7

roject to an intern next summer?
upervise the intern?

Supervisors Interns
18 31
25 43
4 8
5 5
37 67
5 10

TABLE 8

In what ways will the intern’s work prove valuable or be of service
to Your agency?

Supervisors Interns
Compilation of vital data 21 47
Manpower relief 8 11
influenced agency policy 5 7
Identified prohlem areas 5 5
Others 3 4
No answer 5 8

TABLE 9
Will the intern’s project report be printed? How and
to whom will it be distributed?

Supervisors Interns
No 12 13
Unsure 4 5
Iricluded in larger report 6 23
Yes 2 2
Yes—to related agencies 6 10
Yes—in-house 11 18
Yes—to general public 6 11

supervisors (working with 13 interns) are not making provisions to
publish and distribute the project report. Further, several of these 12
explained that the report was very valuable to them, but because of
its limited applications, printing would be unnecessary.

Part TIT of the HAQ solicits the supervise:'- opinion of the
individual intern and his general performance during the internship
period. Tables 1G through 13 irecord the supervisors’ answers to
Questions 1 through 4. The tables are self-explanatory; the categories
reflect the supervisors’ general feelings rather than response to each
sub-question. It should be recognized that all results from part of the
HAQG speak highly of the interns and the performance overali; note
should be taken of the fact that £1 of the 47 supervisors would be



TABLE 10

How well did the intern(s) fit into the overall operation of your agency?
Was he aware of the agency’s total operation? Did he
work well with others in your agency?

TABLE 13

If given the opportunity, would you be willing
internis) again? Would you recom
to another group?

Supervisors tnterns Supervisors
Affirmative 45 80 A. No 6
Negative 0 0 Yes 41
Fair 1 1 B. No 2
No answer 1 1 Yes 45
willing to work with their interns again, and '
TABLE 11 willing to recommend their interns to other "

When given a specific responsibility, did the internis) utilize
his resources maximumly to produce results? Was
he ever slow to get the job done?

Supervisors ] Interns
Affirmative 40 72
Negative ) 0
Fair 6 9
No answer 1 1
TABLE 12

Do you feel that the project report accur.tely refiects the intern’s
efforts? Is the report as thorough as You ex:sected? Does
the report fulfill the objectives of the project?

Surervisors Interns
Affirmative 35 66
Negative 1 2
Fair 1 1
No ariswer 10 13

return (Table 13). B
Part 1V of the HAQ requests the supeng
intern program’s central administration. In tcj§
direction and objectives, this part of the HAQN
of the comments made in tliis part have app]
were felt most strongly by the supervisor app%
the next four tables. As Table 14 points
thought it desirable to corrzlate the placemen

TABLE 14

What recommendations would you make on
placements of interns for next

Su

Correlate with academic major

More lead time

Satisfied with this year’s interns
Define qualifications clearly

Define program outline

Lim." to graduate students and seniors
Others

None
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TABLE 1C

fit inis the overall operation of your agency?
the agency'’s total operation? Did he
with others in your agency?

TABLE 13

if given the opportunity, wuuld you be willing to work with the’
intern(s) again? Would you recommend him
to another group?

Supervisors Interns Supervisors Interns
45 80 A. No 6 6
0 0 Yes 41 76
1 1 B. No 2 2
1 1 Yes 45 ' 80
willing to work with their interns again, and 45 of the 47 would be
TABLE 11 willing to recommend their interns to other agencies if they couldn’t
return (Table 13).
E responsibility, did the intern(s) utilize Part IV of the HAQ requests the supervisors’ evaluation of the
Paximumly to produce results? Was intern program’s central administration. In terms of shaping program
slow to get the job done? direction and objectives, this part of the HAQ is most valuabdle. Many
S . of the comments made in this part have appeared earlier; those that
upervisors Interns . . o
were felt most strongly by the supervisor appear several times within
40 72 the next four tables. As Table 14 points out, most supervisors
0 0 thought it desirable to correlate the placement of the individual in an
6 9
’i 1
TABLE 14
What recommendations would You make on the selection and
TABLE 12 placements of interns for next year?
oject report accurately reflects the intern’s Supervisors Interns
rt as thorough as you expected? Does . . .
fill the objectives of the project? Eﬂ‘:}rr;ellae:;":i':eacadem'c major 1; ?;
Siipervisors Interns Satisfied with this year's interns 7 7
Define qualifications clearly 1 3
35 66 Define program outline 1 2
1 2 Limit to graduate students and seniors 2 2
1 1 Others 5 5
10 13 None " 17
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agency with his interests or academic major and to allow more time
for the sclection and project-planning process.

When asked for their suggestions {or improving the program’s
administration, the majority of the supervisors gave none or

commented that this aspect of the program was satisfactory this

ummer. These si., . ~stions are recorded in Table 15.

TABLE 15

What suggestions do you have for improving the central
administration of the program?

Supervisors interns
None 30 48
More lead time 3 6
Better intercommunication 1 14
Supervisor orientation 6 6
Others 7 8

Included in the intern program’s educational component was a
series of problem-related seminars hosted by agency officials from
various areas. Eighteen seminars on eleven different 1opics were held;
each averaged thrce hours in length. Interns were encouraged to
attend at least three seminars during the course of the summer.
Question 3 on this part of the HAQ asks for the supcrvisors’ reaction
to these seminars. As the tahle below indicates, only a very small

number of supervisors saw these seminars as being less than
worthwhile.

TABLE 16

What are your reactions to the time the intern(s) spent
attending the educational seminars?

Supervisors Interns
No comment 12 15
Faverable 19 3
OK 10 27
Not worthwhile 4 5
Indifferent 2 2
96

The final question on the HAQ
improving the program. As Table 17
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The final question on the HAQ asked again for suggestions for
improving the program. As Table 17 shows, most supervisors wished
to make no further recommendations except for “more le < time.”
frequently appearing comment.

TABLE 17

Do you have any general recommenc'ations or suggestions for
program administration for next vear?

_ Supervisors Interns
None 34 49
More lead time 7 22
Others 6 11

This report shows the general feelings of the 47 intern supervisors
who responded to the HAQ. In no way can it be more than a general
categorical outline of the supervisors’ feelings. [t is strongly
recommended that the next section, which contains some of the
supervisors’ responses verbatim, be rcad carefully in order that the
reader can more accurately judge the supervisors” impressions of the
intern program.

There can be one overriding conclusion drawn  from this
evaluation: That the respondent supervisors were, generally speaking,
greatly pleased with their individual interns and with the intern
program overall.

Representative Commeitts

This section containc some representative responses of the
supervisors drawn from the Host Agency Questionnaire. Each
comment is follov.ed by the general category (in parentheses) it was
placed in for purposes of recording results.

Part 1—intern-Supervisor Relations

Question 3. What are some of the things you did with the intern that
you feel were most helpful to him in successfully completing his
project?



Actually visiting several industrial parks and going with Joe on
his first visit to onc of the local contacts. [ Accompunied on
specific tasks]

Intern learned '» prepare precise, accurite, and brief statistical
reports; intern obtained skill in technical writing techniques.
(Skill development]

The most helptul action that 1 took was to tell him where
information couid be found and to suggest avenues to be pursued

Steve is a highly intelligent, perceptive
conversations about community and iy
rewarding, in view of Steve’s differen
judgment. [Intern’s fresh outlook|

The sheer vigor, vitality. and cnthusiustixi
Spitzer to the project. [Intern’s work]

Part 2-Evaluation of l’rojc.

in order to sccure the data neccessary to compl:te the project.

{Helped find resources and make appointments] Question 3. What were the project streng

Strengths listed included:

Que.s'tibn J(BJ). What arc some of the thing. you did that, in thinking
back, might not have helped the intern or even made things more
difficult for him?

Providing a public and departmental doc;
historical development of the Departme

By far the greatest hindrance was my inaccessibility to the
interns at times. [Too little time for supervision|

D e to the sensitive nature of our work and because of the fact
that much information obtained is confidential, it was impossiblc
to allow the interns access to all information which would fave
benefited them. [Lack of information]

Intern best qualified to answer this. [Others]

In some cases Jeanne had to find a community resource to meet
the needs of one of the youngsters she was supervising rather
than simply contact an agency which another worker had an

[Compilation of datal

The fact that this was the first attempt at
method for distributing these monies iy
[Improved agency’s service to public]

This project provided a mathematically oric
opportunity to apply his educational back
interest arcal ‘

The interns cnabled the SWMS to reach s
goals which had thus far been unattain
manpowcr. [General service to agency]

o gl nesses . TR 3 1y P » »

ongoing relationship with. [Lack of experience] Weaknesses that were mentio wed included the t
Perhaps the project weaknesses included 1l
did not have the in-depth experience and t

an in-depthh study of the entire payabl

Question 4. Please try to recall and describe the experiences that
have been most rewarding to you personally.

The ability of the intern to “take hold” of the project and do an
excellent job  without day-to-day direction and guidance.
{Intern’s work]

Witnessing the intern become truly involved, contributory, and
fulfilled in the specific arca of work (psychological testing)
comprising the project. {Intern’s learning]

information, experience]

Are you kidding—1 wouldnt swap my expt
for anything! [None]

Lack of time to see his project throug
running on the computer. A project of
about six months minimum. [ Lack of time’
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Steve is a highly intelligent, perceptive individual. and our
conversations about community and highway planning were
rewarding., in view of Steve’s differences in opinion and
judgment. [Intern’s fresh outlook}

The sheer vipor, vitality, and enthusiastic commitment of’ Mr,
Spitzer to the project. [Intermn’s work]

Part 2-Evaluation of Project

Question 3. What were the project strengths and  weaknesses?
Strengths listed included:

Providing a public and departmental document portraying the
historical development of the Department of Public Safety.
[Compilation of data]

The face that this was the first attempt at determining a rational
method for distributing these monies is its major strength,
[Improved agency’s service to public]

This project provided a mathematically oriented student with the
opportunity to apply his educational background. [Working n
interest arcal

The intermms enabled the SWMS to reach some very worthwhile
goals which had thus far been unattainable due to lack of
manpower. [General service to agency]

Weaknesses that were mentioned included the following:

Perhaps the project weaknesses included the fact that the intern
did not have the in-depth experience and therefore could not do
an in-depth study of the centire payables system. [Lack of
information, experience]

Arc you kidding—1 wouldn’t swap my experience with these kids
for anything! [Nonc)

Lack of time to see his project through to completion and
running on the computer. A project of this kind usually takes
about six months minimum. [ Lack of time]
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An Examination of Attitudinal Changes in SREB

Interns: Summers, 1968-1970

Walter J. Gordon

As the Student Intern Project of the Southern Regional Education
Board (SREB) moves into its sixth year of operation, the veritication
of certain assumptions concerning the resource development intern-
ship scems timely, This report is designed, through the evaluation of
data collected from SREB interns during the summers of 1968,
1969, and 1970, to accomplish the following two objectives: (1) to
provide statistical verification of certain attitudinal changes cvi-
denced in SREB interns as a result of their internship experiences:
and (2)to substantiate the internship as a method of cducating
young people and encouraging them to consider public-service
careers,

Analysis of the effect of the internship expericnce on the
individuals involved can take a variety of forms. The approach used
here is the evaluation of matched sets of questionnaires administered
to SREB interns at the beginning and the end of the twelve-week
internship period. The total sample wo composed of 103 scts
completed by 37 interus in 1968. 40 in 1509, and 27 in 1970. In wl
cases. the pre-internship questionnaire (Appendix A) was adminis-
tered during the first week of the internship period: the post-intern-
ship questionnaire {Appendix BY was administered approximately
two weeks after the completion of the individual’s summer work.

Two types of questions are used in this evaluation: (1) reflective
questions which called on the respondent to analyze his summer’s
experience from a personal standpoint, to therefore show how the
intern himself perceived the benefits of his internship; and (2) ques-
tions which appeared in substantially the same form on both the
pre-internship questionnaire and the post-internship questionnaire, to
therefore exhibit certain attitudinal changes which occurred in the
respondent between the beginning of his internship and the end. The
questions represented in Tables 1, 6, and 9 are questions of the first

During a srcond inteenship, this time with the Student Intern Project of SREB, Walter
Gordon wevoted major effort 1o collecting the data contained in this report, The report
was coripleted in December 1971 and is published for the first time in this volume.
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type: the data presented in all other tables was extracted {rom
answers to questions of the second type.

The method uscd for data compilation consisted of transferring
cach respondent’s answers 1o selected questions to a system card
which also contained the respondent’s relevant personal  data,
inclnding age, sex, marital status, academic status, academic major.
college, home state. and type of project. It was originally assumed
that such personal data might prove that certain iypes of respondents
would be likely to give certain answers. This assumption proved false;
personal differences among different groups of respondents was
negligible, From these system cards. data was tabulated and put into
the table form used throughout the report.

FFor the suke of brevity, the terms “pre-internship questionnaire™
and “‘post-internship questionnaire” will be abbreviated as “pre” and
“post” for the remainder of the report.

The data examnined is presented in the following pages in three
groups: (1) questions relating to the service component of service-
learning internships: (2) questions relating to  the influence of
internships on career choices; and (3) questions relating the intern-
ship experience to more traditional classroom education.

Four groups of questions fall into the first category. that of
questions relating to the service component of internships. Examina-
tion of these questions indicate four pertinent characteristics:
(1) that interns are aware of the social and economic problems that
they are to help solve; (2) that intemns realize the need for solving
those problems: (3) that the interns are aware of the methods and
approaches for solving the problems; and (4) that they actually take
part in the solution of the problems.

When asked “Has your internship made you more aware of social
and economic problems?” the overshielming majority of the respond-
ents answered “Yes™ (as Table 1 below indicates). *Further, of the

*Several questions used in this evaluation allowed multiple answers: therefore, some tables
show totals higher than the total sumple of respondents.



five who answered “No,” three stated that they were aware of the
problems before their internship: theretfore, only two can be said to
have given a negative answer. The respondents were also asked to list
what problems they became aware of during their internship; the
responses are listed below., Even though this question is reflective,
and not part of a matched sct, it too exhibits attitudinal change on
the part of the respondent by his own admission of increased
awareness. A question appearing on both questionnaires asked the

TABLE 1

Has your internship made you more aware of social and economic
problems? In what ways? (No. 13 post)

N
Yes . a8
No 5
Problems listed by “Yes’ Respondents
Aware through first-hand experience 33
Aware of problems of poverty 29
Aware of attempted solutions to problems 20
Aware of bureaucratic inadequacies 13
Aware of deplorable living conditions 6
Aware of inadequate heaith care 3
Aware of local apathy to problems 3
Aware of strained black-white relations ' 2

respondents to rate the nced for accelerating social and economic
development. On both questionnaires 93 percent said that such
acceleration was “‘vitally necded.” The figures in Table 2 below
represent the responses of the 95 interns whose responses remained
the same on both questionnaires.

Only seven interns’ responses varied from pre to post on this
question; four changed from *‘vitally needed” to “important, but not
pressing,” and three others changed from “important, but not
pressing” to “vitally needed.” Such a small number (less than 7
percent of the total sample) indicates that attitudes toward social
and economic development did not change appreciably. Thus, it can
be concluded that interns realize the need for accelerating social and
cconomic development.
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TABLE 2

How do you rate the need for social and ec
in America today? (No. 4 pre, No

Vitally needed

Important, but not pressing

Present rate sufficient

Could slow pace without adverse effects
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2 three stated that they were aware ol the
ternship: therefore. only two can be said to
swer. The respondents were also asked to list
came awuare of during their internship; the
w. Even though this question is reflective,
ed set, it too exhibits attitudinal change on
wdent by his own admission of increased
ppearing on both questionnaires asked the

TABLE 1

nade you more aware of social and economic
1s? In what ways? (No. 13 post)

N
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5
spondents
d experience 33
werty 29
1tions to problems 20
adequacies i 13
ng conditions 6
ilth care 3
» problems 3
white relations 2

need for accelerating social and economic
questionnaires 93 percent said that such
y nceded.” The figures in Table 2 below
of the 95 interns whose responses remained
nnaires.

responses varied from pre to post on this
rom ‘“‘vitally needed” to “important, but not
thers changed from “important, but not
eded.” Such g small number (less than 7
nple) indicates that attitudes toward social
ent did not change appreciably. Thus, it can
s realize the need for accelerating social and
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE 2

How do you rate the need for social and economic development
in America today? (No. 4 pre, No. 12 post}

Important, but not pressing
Present rate sufficient

N
Vitally needed 88
6
1
Could slow pace without adverse effects 0

That interns gain insight into methods and approaches Lo
problem-solving can be scen through examination of three sets of
questions. The first two sets asked the respondent to indicate at
which governmental level resource development is most effectively
conducted. In the first set, Table 3 shows that over 60 percent of the
intems gave the same response on both pre and post, and the
majority of these felt that the federal government was the most
cffective agency in developing resources. Of the 39 percent whose
responses changed from pre to post, nearly half changed from other
choices to the federal government. This scems to imply that the
interns’ work with governmental agencics makes them more acutely
aware of the federal govermment’s influence in resource development
activities.

The second set asked the intern’s reasons for the selection of the
particular agency he chose in Table 3: Table 4 shows the results.
Interns whose responses remained the same on the above question,
and those whose responses changed, realized that resources, money,
and manpower. professional ability, and effective program develop-
ment lead toward the solution of proble¢ms inhibiting cffective
resource development, Allowing multiple responses generated 74
recasons from the 62 non-changing respondents and 48 reasons from
the 39 whose responses changed on the above question.

Program development, onc of the majcr reasons given in Tuble 4
above, was recognized by the interns a: an ~ffective problem-solving
approach again later. In answer to the «aestion of how resou ree
development can best be accomplished, 69 interns changed responses
from pre to post; the majority of those changed from “expanding
present programs’ and “‘developing new programs™ to a combination

99



TABLE 3

Agency most effective in resource development: (No. 2 pre, No. 10 post)

Same Response Pre and Post (62}

TABLE

Resource development can
by: (No. 5 pre_{!\I

Federal government 41 Same Response Pre and Post (31)
Regional government 8 Expanding present programs
Private foundations 5 Developing new supplementary progran
Local government 3 Combination of above
State government 3 Changing entire social-economic system
Civic groups 2 Combination of current activities
Different Rzsponses Pre to Post (39) Pre Post Other
Federal government 5 19 Different Responses Pre to Post (69)
Regional government 1 7 Expanding present programs
Private foundations 10 7 Developing new supplementary program
Local government 6 3 Combination of above
State government 2 2 Changing entire social-economic system
Civic groups 5 1 Combination of current activities
Other
TABLE 4 of the two. As also shown in Table 5
Explain the basis for your selaction of the agency you listed l'LtlllilillL‘d the same on both questio
as most effective. (No. 3 pre, No. 11 post) bination approach.
The preceding analysis of  thesy
Same Response Pre and Post to Question No. 2 conclusion that interns do indeed gain
Greatest resources, money, manpower 3! solving methods, by recognizing bot
Most effective program developer 17 agency and the desired course of action
r?nrcf:tt:’féff;:;;b,:i ;':)?l‘i’:’:“ve ?] The final group of questions in
Greatest social conscience 5 lhn:c rcl]ccllvc questions concerning
Close to problems 4 project. its value to the hpsl agency
Most clearly defined goals 1 they themselves lcurncd from it. Th
shown in Tuable 6. The largest numbyd
Different Responses Pre to Post to Question No. 2 they participated in problem-solving
Greates; resources, money, manpower 18 some speeific task, through their sef
g":;ttafefﬁlzl?b':;??;:':v:gﬁ'°p°' 18 through the practical application of thy
Most professional ability 5 From lh.cs_c reflective answers, ¢
Greatest social conscience 2 actually participate in the solution o
Close to problems 3 problems during their internship.
Most clearly defined goals 1 To summarize this first category
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