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NACADA &  
The Scholarship of Advising  

ÅCreating and disseminating 
knowledge: advancing the field  
 
ÅConsolidating advising as a 

profession  
 
ÅImproving practice  
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w hat is scholarship?  
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Practice Theory 
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Models:  
representing and interpreting reality  
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advising and learning&teaching  
Miller and Brickman 2004  
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is academic advising a discipline?  

Åteaching & learning  
Åpsychology  
Åsociology  
Åphilosophy  
Åhistory of education  
Åcommunication  
Åinformation technology  
Å=^9Y© 

multi and interdisciplinary  

advising is a discipline of  

PRAXIS 



t he scholarly advisor:  
what can I do?  

ÅDraw! Use a whiteboard, in team meetings, 
VDY] \^?±9Y ^] \^?9 ^V]j visualize, model  
 

ÅAnalyze: identify components and dynamics  
 

ÅFormulate questions  
 

ÅBroaden your knowledge base : self & others  
 
ÅAttend and present ²U9;_L@± ^9LY]7YQ @Y@@L^]@ 

at conferences  
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