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application of the material. Students in the cardy stges of cognitive devel-
opment are most in need of this form of support, which can be Jacking in
the tradirional college classroom.

Personalism retlects the creaton of a safe environment in which educa-
tors encourage risk-taking. This continuum moves from high o mexderae,
since an impersonal learning environment is not considered [aciliaative
for any student, Pessonalism is manifesred in an Ineracive environme o
in which enthusiasm tor the matenal, insteucton avilaluliy, and compre-
hensive feedback are exhibiled. While personalism has value thioughout
the cognitive development process, it is espedally important for students
in the early stages,

By drawing upon these four challenge and support variables, faculry and
student aftairs educators can create learning activities and environments that
comnect withand sapport students” cognitive development processes. Anaher
uscful resource in the design process is the analysis of learer characteristics
presented by Knefelkamp and Cornfeld {see Knefelkamp, 1499), who descaribe
uses for curriculum development and course evaluations.

Belenky, Clinchy, Goldberger, and Tarule’s Women'’s
Ways of Knowing

Mary Ficld Belenky, Blythe McVicker Clinchy, Naney Rule Goldberger, and
Jill Mattuck Tarule began their rexearch in the late 1970s when they realized
women lacked confidence in their own ability to think, speaking often about
holes in their learning, The authors cited the work of both Cilligan (1982)
and Perry (1968) as inflluential in shaping their own efforts, Underaking a
study involving lengthy mterviews with 130 women {(Some sedents or recens
gradmtes and some alfiliated with human service agendies providing support
to female parents), these early theorists of women’s knowing began w under
stand this thinking process. The results of their research are presented in their
book, Women's Ways of Knowing: 1 he Development of Self, Voice, and Mind (Belenky
etal,, 1986}, Sunton (1996} claimed that Belenky et al.’s work “bas contribured
impormantly to liberating wormen's voices” (p. 45).

The Theory

Belenky et al. (1986) referred 1o the different ways of knowing as “per-
spectives” rather than stages. They offered several disclaimers about the




