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Background  

A proposal to set up an official Integral Institute Australia (IIA) branch/chapter was approved by Robb Smith and 

Ken Wilber in January, 2010.  As requested, the approval was granted with a number of specific conditions, 

which had been added to increase the overall assurance to, and initial control by, the US-based Integral Institute.  

In summary, the conditions of approval were: 

¶ The approval granted is to be considered probationary, with a formal review by the Integral Institute 

after 31 December, 2011, unless circumstances arise that require revision sooner. 

¶ The approval is for the completion of a thorough process of II-sanctioned in-country research within 

Australia (which was later extended to include New Zealand in response to an identified 

need/preference in the region). 

¶ That anyone from integral communities in Australia (and later New Zealand) are able to offer feedback 

and see the results of the aggregate research. 

It was also noted in the approval letter from Robb and Ken that they believed the method proposed, as outlined 

in this report, balanced the need for multi-perspectival data with their own demands, and that the approach and 

outcomes reflected well on this critical first-ever II Global initiative.  Finally, it was clearly communicated that 

there was a preference for "...patience, discernment and embodied method over speed, shortcuts or building 

flurried energy...".   

Integral Institute Australia was registered with the federal Australian Securities and Investment Commission 

(ASIC) as a not-for-profit company in July, 2010.  The constitution of IIA, a legally binding document registered 

with ASIC, clearly denoted strict requirements on the Directors of IIA.  In brief, the requirements included 

rotation of Board positions and limitations to the number of Board terms allowed, initial and ongoing disclosures 

related to possible or perceived conflicts of interest between being on the Board of IIA and other positions held 

(and actions to effectively eliminate such conflicts, considered critical in the formative Phases) as well as 

reporting and documentation.   

All positions on the Board are currently, and have been since inception, voluntary in nature.  All activities of IIA 

to date have been funded by personal donations of Board members.  An application for Deductible Gift 

Recipient status (as held by charities and other non-profits to accept tax-exempt donations) has been made to 

the applicable federal office.  As at the date of this report, May 2011, no final news regarding the acceptance (or 

otherwise) of the application have been received, although initial feedback has been encouraging and included 

only minor revisions.   
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Process 

All Phase 1 activities were intentionally broad in scope.  No pre-determined structures were included, and the 

only assumption intended to inform the activities was that casting a wider net would lead to more diverse and 

inclusive data.  The activities, and particularly the consultation processes, therefore set out to include 

stakeholders such as integral community participants, scholars/researchers, individual practitioners, service 

providers and all other currently or potentially interested parties.  It was considered that only after such a broad 

consultation would the Board be able to reasonably reflect and represent the needs and desires of the 

stakeholders.   

Website survey 

Throughout the consultation period, and for ongoing receipt of inputs, information was gathered via a detailed 

stakeholder survey posted on the IIA website.  The survey was advertised via one of Robb Smith's regular 

(Global) updates, personal messages sent by the Board members and other supporters (as well as forwards of 

these messages) and via personal messages sent to people found within the geographical vicinity of all 

consultation cities (found via the search function in the Integral Life website).  The address for the survey is: 

http://www.integralinstitute.org.au/survey.php 

This survey intended to collect information about interested parties/groups in terms of their specific integral 

interest(s), their geographical location and other basic demographic data, as well as other items such as the 

relevance of integral to their work, actual and potential conflicts of interest (so that they could be disclosed) and 

concerns, comments, etc.  General results related to the direct survey responses are provided in the Results 

section below.   

CǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǿŀǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ Ψ²ƻǊŘƭŜΩ ǘƻƻƭ όwww.wordle.net) for 

the collective answers to questions H, I, L, and M by geographical region.  That is, all of the answers together, 

and for each region, for a single question (H, I, L and M, separately) were input to allow creation of a graphical 

representation output, based on the relative weighting of the words in the response text.  The following is an 

example of the output (being for the Adelaide response to Question H).   

 

Figure 1: Example Wordle content 

analysis output. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.integralinstitute.org.au/survey.php
../../../../AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/AppData/Local/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/7X5ROM0V/www.wordle.net
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From each Wordle output the main theme words were also extracted in order to get a general summary of the 

major comments/content.   With Questions L and M, being open in nature, many of the least used individual 

words have been omitted from this report (originals of each city's Wordle outputs are provided in Appendix A).  

The following is an example summary list, drawn from the example above and placed in approximate levels. 

1. Integral,  

2. Life Practice,  

3. Personal, Research,  

4. General interest, relation,  

5. Groups, community,  

6. Involvement, environment/sustainability.    

Public consultation meetings  

State-based consultations in Australia were undertaken for Victoria, South Australia, New South Wales, 

Queensland, and Western Australia.  One consultation was undertaken in New Zealand.  The consultation 

process commenced in July 2010 and concluded in November 2010.  In total, over 65 people participated and 

over 400 comments were recorded. 

 

The planning and logistics for each consultation meeting was conducted with the assistance of local integral 

communities.  Each meeting was advertised on the IIA website, emails through the local IIA mailing list, and 

where possible through the Integral Life distribution list (from results of searches on the site for people within 

specific geographies). 

The meetings were facilitated predominantly by Dr Adam Fletcher (the current IIA Chairman), with the exception 

of Adelaide, South Australia, which was co-facilitated by Mr Don Adlam (Executive Director) and Dr John Wood 

(Director).  Apart from the Auckland meeting, all other meetings also had a co-facilitator.  These were Don and 

John for Melbourne, Don for Sydney and Perth and John for Brisbane.   

Each meeting commenced with a brief meditation, introductions, the background story of IIA, an update on IIA 

progress to date, and any initial questions (and answers).  The primary formal task within the consultation 

process was conducted by either Adam or John commencing with the question: 

"How can IIA serve you and any integral groups and communities you belong to?" 

This question was to be asked internally or out aloud, repeatedly by participants, individually or in small groups, 

until their answers were fully or largely exhausted.  Responses were recorded on post-it notes and then 

organized by participants according to the themes that they believed were represented.  The themes were 

discussed by the group before the sessions were formally closed.  The organized clusters were photographed as 

a record.  Post-it note comments from all sessions were collated for each meeting by John Wood, and ultimately 

combined with data from every other meeting, and then allocated to the themes identified.  The allocation of 

themes was then double-checked by Don Adlam. 
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Other consultation meetings  

Informal meetings were conducted by Board members throughout 2010, but not recorded in the same 

manner/format as the public consultation meetings.  Some of these were created specifically, to engage with 

identified stakeholders (such as relevant research academics) who could notτor in some cases would notτ

personally attend the public consultation meetings.  In addition, opportunities arose for other meetings, such as 

during the July/August (2010) visit to the US (Denver, and JFK University for the Integral Theory Conference).  

Specific names of interviewees have not been provided in this report in order to retain confidentiality of the 

individuals, who did not provide formal approval for their names to be included in a report destined for public 

release.   

Board reflections  

In addition to all of the other methods employed, members of the Board discussed issues related to Phase 1 

regularly in communications with each other, and reflected on the possible or likely meanings of their 

observations, feelings and experiences.  Discussions also occurred at the routine Board meetings and retreats.  

The 'data' generated from these interactions and reflections were also considered valid inputs for this report.   
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Results 

Website survey 

The website survey data that was received prior the public consultation meetings, detailed below, helped inform 

the prioritization of cities to visit for the meetings.  As at 31 December, 2010, a total of 184 responses had been 

received.  The only options available for "closest city" in the survey were Adelaide (South Australia), Auckland 

(New Zealand), Brisbane (Queensland), Melbourne (Victoria), Perth (Western Australia) and Sydney (New South 

Wales).  For this reason it is expected that some respondents from other locations are mixed in with the data 

from these locations; for example, Tasmanian respondents might be most likely to note Melbourne as their 

closest city.  From a subjective assessment, the relative populations of the response regions/cities was reflected 

to a reasonable extent, as illustrated by the following data.  Sydney and Perth were probably the two cities that 

were relatively under-represented, Adelaide and (to a lesser degree) Melbourne were relatively over-

represented and Auckland stood alone as the only New Zealand city.   

Table 1: Summary statistics from the website survey in terms of geography. 

Rank  State/Territory/City  Approximate popn      % of Australian popn  % of respondents 

1  New South Wales  7,238,819          32.4             27 

2  Victoria   5,547,527          24.8             27 

3  Queensland   4,516,361          20.2             22 

4  Western Australia  2,296,411          10.3             8 

5  South Australia   1,644,642           7.4             11 

6  Auckland*  4,367,700        N/A**             5 

* Auckland was the only city provided as an option for New Zealand respondent 

** This is N/A since all New Zealand respondents would have had to choose Auckland regardless of domicile.   

In all centres there was a high reported rate of weekly engagement in some form of integral practice or activity.  

Only Adelaide scored less than 90% in ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ I άLƴǘŜƎǊŀƭƭȅ-related disciplines that you are ACTIVE 

ƛƴ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƻƴŎŜ ǇŜǊ ǿŜŜƪέ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƛƴ !ǳŎƪƭŀƴŘ ŀƭƭ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅΦ  ²ƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ 

ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ LΣ άLƴǘŜƎǊŀƭƭȅ-related disciplines that you are INTERESTED (but ƴƻǘ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŀŎǘƛǾŜύ ƛƴέ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅŜŘ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ 

ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ōȅ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘΣ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ ŦƻǊ tŜǊǘƘΦ  wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ WΣ ά!ǊŜ ȅƻǳ 

involved in, or do you keep regularly updated on, activities of face-to-face or online groups related to Integral 

ǿƛǘƘƛƴ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀέ ŀƎŀƛƴ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ !ǳŎƪƭŀƴŘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǎŎƻǊŜΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ 

was a slight increase in the number of ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ YΣ άtƭŜŀǎŜ ƴŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳǇΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ 

contact details for the groupέ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǎƻƳŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 

regular, specifically in Melbourne and Perth. 

From the responses it became clearly apparent that those who had responded were, in the main, very engaged 

and looking to be engaged.  They were clearly already making use of whatever resources they had available to 

them and looking for more.  As a theme, people voiced a desire to be easily connected to the Global 

resources/activities, while maintaining a distinctly local voice.    

Much of the focus was personal and inward, in terms of what was wanted, which was at least in part due to the 

individual nature of the survey process.  Specific results related to what was wanted included training, assistance 

in utilizing Integral Theory and Practice in the business and leadership fields, and the establishment/facilitation 
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of communication.  There was also a strong interest in external applications, with environment and sustainability 

being a frequently identified topic, and to a lesser degree politics and lobbying.  Community/society issues, art, 

education were common issues across the whole region with only slight variations between locations. 

There was a clear call for open consultation, the provision of avenues for input from the community who engage 

with the Institute.  There were some early concerns regarding the make-up of face-to-face consultations that 

have been proceeding parallel to the survey (and, presumably, this meant not following the closure of survey 

input).  There was a widespread interest in research related to Integral Theory and also in using it as a tool to be 

applied to research in other fields. 

A high level of transparency and integrity within the framework and workings of the Integral Institute from its 

Board and any future affiliates was demanded, and was considered to be vital in order to provide a quality of 

service that embodies the Integral vision. 

Following are the complete, combined Wordle themes, extracted from the Wordle analysis described in the 

Process section above.  Wordle outputs are provided for the complete, combined dataset, for questions H, I, L 

and M below that. Themes and Wordle outputs for the individual city consultation sessions are provided in 

Appendix A for reference.  The summaries below and the included outputs in the Appendix have both been 

provided to assist the report readers to assess the information in the most personably suitable results 

illustration method(s) and scale of interest. 

Table 2: A summary of the key themes generated from the combined Wordle dataset. 

Question H 
Integrally-related disciplines that you are ACTIVE in 
at least once per week 

1. Integral Life Practice 
2. Personal, Research, Management 
3. Community/Society, Leadership 

Question I 
Integrally-related disciplines that you are 
INTERESTED (but not regularly active) in 

1. Integral Life Practice 
2. Research 
3. Psychotherapy/Transpersonal, 

Psychology, Community/Society 
4. Coaching, Involvement 

Question L 
What are the most critical considerations/factors 
that you would like the Integral Institute Australia 
board to be aware of as priorities are planned for 
2010 and beyond? 

1. Integral 
2. Community, People 
3. Business, Development, Need 
4. Practice, Theory, Groups 

Question M 
What are the most critical considerations/factors 
that you think need to be understood in 
preparation for the consultation planned for 2010 
and beyond? 

1. Integral 
2. People 
3. Community 
4. Need, Australia, IIA 
5. Consultation, Many, Personal 
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Figure 2: Wordle content analysis output from all data collated through the online survey for question H.  

 

 

 

Figure 3: Wordle content analysis output from all data collated through the online survey for question I. 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Wordle content analysis output from all data collated through the online survey for question L. 
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Figure 5: Wordle content analysis output from all data collated through the online survey for question M. 

 

 

Public consultation meetings  

Figure 6: Final 

discussion of 

comments 

generated and 

themed at one of 

the public 

consultation 

meetings.   

 

 

 
 

The data in the following table reflects a thematic, consolidated summary of the findings of the Phase 1 public 

consultation meetings.  There weren't such substantial differences between cities that it was assessed that 

separate tables needed to be created for each session.   
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Table 3: A themed summary of the formal data generated during the public consultation meetings.   

KEY THEME SUBTHEMES 

Building an Integral Community ¶ Community of practice 

¶ Fun 

¶ IT-based interaction (website(s), email, forum-
based) 

The Integral Institute (Australia / New 
Zealand) 

¶ International and US connections 

¶ IIA as a focal point, co-ordinator, network 

¶ IIA structure and purpose critical 

¶ Ongoing research  

Advisory Services ¶ High-calibre facilitators 

¶ Coaching 

Learning ¶ Workshops, seminars and conferences 

¶ Applied focus/practice 

¶ Methods of learning 

¶ Teachers 

Integral spirituality None 

²Ƙŀǘ ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ¶ Non-Australian 

¶ A cult 

¶ Disunity 

¶ Too theoretical an orientation 

Those consulted called for an institute that acts as a network co-ordinator of integrally-interested people using 

technology and local events as the basis for building community both within Australia/New Zealand and 

internationally.  It was further reported that the focus of any institute should be to provide communication that 

builds a community of practice through training and education opportunities for members to continue their 

personal and (in some cases) professional journey(s).  Any institute should be established using sound principles 

of governance and have a clear direction and be seen as having a strong local (i.e.  not USA) identity. 

The primary interpretation of this feedback was taken to be that IIA should be enabling the integral community 

ƛƴ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀκbŜǿ ½ŜŀƭŀƴŘΦ  ¢ƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ΨƳŜΩ ŦƻŎǳǎ όƛΦŜΦ  Ƴȅ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎύ 

with an in-ƎǊƻǳǇ ΨǿŜΩ ŦƻŎǳǎ όƛΦŜΦ  ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭƭȅ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ Ŧƻƭƪ ς locally and 

ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅύΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ Ŏŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ΨǿŜΩ ŦƻŎǳǎ ǘƻ ŀōǎƻǊō ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ όƴƻƴ-Integral) community to 

engage them in Integrally oriented philosophies, approaches and methods that may enhance community well-

being and provide an alternative to perceived community and social challenges (including the environment and 

sustainability). 

Other consultation meetings  

The informal input received from a variety of sources, including other consultation meetings as well as emails 

and phone calls, included advice on the path being walked and that ahead of us.  Such input was often provided 

from others who had previous specific experience with the Integral Institute formation and ongoing 

management in the US.  Other comments and advice received was often timely, accurate and highly relevant to 

the challenges faced by the IIA Board, particularly in early 2010.  These inputs have also proved to be important 

in shaping thoughts and actions for the future. 
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Board reflections  

At the November 2010 IIA Board meeting it was agreed that, based on the year's investigations, the identified 

governing principle of enabling could functionally be separated into three inter-related and potentially 

overlapping principles: 1) connecting, 2) educating and 3) researching. It is worth noting that the order selected 

here is not random but does bear relationship to the sense of priorities identified by participants throughout the 

processes.  The notion of connecting did emerge as the strongest interest throughout the consultations.   

These terms were further expanded as: 

¶ Enabling the current and future integral community to grow and find its voice in Australia and 

New Zealand through:   

o Connecting existing integral individuals, groups and communities within Australia/New 

Zealand and internationally,  

o Educating members with a broad range of integrally-informed learning modalities, and 

o Researching identified priorities in areas of greatest interest and/or perceived value. 

The principle of enabling, and the sub-principles, were considered to be both a distillation of the consultation 

process and the Board's reflection on it, as well as a touchstone for moving forward.  

Conclusions 

The key statements and conclusions offered from the Phase 1 consultation efforts are; 

1. This report represents a summary of the communicated needs and wants of those who participated in 

consultation processes, and not other potentially interested parties or those who felt disaffected by the 

consultation process in some way (but are otherwise interested in the formation of an Australian/New 

Zealand Integral Institute chapter). The later may have different perceptions, needs and wants, which 

are impossible to anticipate despite the potential for this input to stretch the vision and purpose of IIA.  

It was concluded that IIA should be initially be based on the needs of those who participated (i.e. meet 

the community where it currently stands) while remaining open to the emergence of a potentially 

different vision, set of priorities, communicated needs, etc, that may emerge from the community at a 

later stage. 

2. There are many pockets of active integral communities spread throughout Australia and New Zealand.  

It was concluded that enabling and supporting existing communities would be a strategic strength 

especially in a region (Australia/New Zealand) spread over a large geographical area with a total 

population of about 28-30 million.  However, with limited current resources, the strong call for the 

establishment of a networked community also requires a balance between the support of existing 

communities (enabling) and creating the environment and systems for communities and individuals to 

network (connecting). 

3. It was concluded that the short-term priority should be to continue to confirm/test the need for an 

integral community in Australia/New Zealand along the lines suggested in this document. Furthermore, 

and assuming confirmation, another priority should be to enable and connect the community as soon as 

possible and as fully as possible given existing resources.  Educating and researching would therefore 

form the second wave of priorities to be more fully addressed in time. 

4. In the short-term (3-6 months) it is likely that there will be limited financial resources available to 

implement significant strategies. Following the successful receipt of Deductible Gift Recipient tax status 

from the Australian Federal Government and/or significant in-kind or cash donations, the current 

limitations will be reduced. Creating IIA as a sustainable entity remains a high-priority.  
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Strategic plan for 2011  

The strategic priorities, in chronological order, for 2011 are detailed below.   

1. Following review by the US Integral Institute officers, post this summary report on the IIA website and 

communicate it to all parties registered on the website (e.g. those who filled in the survey or sent us an 

enquiry), via known Integral and Ken Wilber community groups, and all other available and suitable 

channels. Comments and suggestions will be invited, to be submitted through the two months leading 

up to the start of the Phase 2 community consultation meetings planned to be held via video-conference 

from July 2011 onwards (see point 3 below). At this same time communicate the key elements of the 

strategy and action plan for 2011, highlighting elements that have changed since the face-to-face 

consultation sessions in 2010. 

2. Collate and summarise suggestions from the community feedback regarding the strategic report after 

the two-month window closes, and then create a final suggested pathway forward to be delivered and 

discussed at the time of the video-conference meetings from July onwards. 

3. Design the Phase 2 community consultation meeting agenda, and finalise video-conferencing 

requirements (possibly using Skype). The exact number of video-conference sessions is yet to be 

finalised, but it is likely to be between four and six, divided into appropriate regions. The aims of these 

meetings will be: 1) To present the clearest current view of the shared strategic purpose and vision of IIA 

going forward, 2) To deepen the consultation inquiry and discuss/debate the presented views, and 3) To 

engage further with the community and allow them to connect with each other. It is fully acknowledged 

that video-conferencing sessions are a lower quality connection with the Board than face-to-face visits, 

which were the original intent. However, the resources requirements of another six-city, two country 

tour were considered two significant given other priorities identified from Phase 1 and the current 

financial status of IIA. The Board will be doing all that it can to support a quality process, and ample 

opportunity for input both within the video-conference sessions and outside of them.  

4. Redesign the website and related communication systems (e.g. database of registered interested 

parties) to maximize the enabling and connecting principles, and implement other high-priority actions 

identified during the Phase 2 consultations. 

5. After receiving all other inputs from parties that could not attend the Phase 2 sessions, draft a Phase 2 

report for II (US) to be delivered by the end of February, 2012. Following review and, if necessary, 

revision, release that report for public viewing and comment. 

6. Anticipated actions post 2011 assuming IIA, or an evolved form, is authorised to continue:  

A) Select icon events that both continue the enabling and connecting principles but also build on 

educating though activities such as a possible national integral conference, workshops or events on 

topics of considerable interest.   

B) Develop a long-term strategic plan for the entity, including prioritisation of enabling, communicating, 

connecting, educating, researching, with leverage of existing resources (including community members' 

energies, networks and insights). This plan is to include activities to create a financially sustainable 

entity, with clear aspirations, defined operating budget, funding strategy, accountabilities, target 

deadlines, etc.  
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Appendix A: Wordle analysis outputs by city/ geography  

Following are the major Wordle outputs described in the Process section above.   

City: Adelaide 

 Question H: Integrally-related disciplines that you are ACTIVE in at least once per week 

1. Integral 

2. Life Practice 

3. Personal, Research 

4. General interest, relation 

5. Groups, community 

6. Involvement, environment/sustainability 

 

 Question I: Integrally-related disciplines that you are INTERESTED (but not regularly active) in 

1. Integral 

2. Psychotherapy/Transpersonal 

3. Groups, Community/Society 

4. Politics/Lobbying, Psychology 

5. Involvement, interest, including 

6. Coaching, practice 
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Question L: What are the most critical considerations/factors that you would like the Integral  Institute 

Australia board to be aware of as priorities are planned for 2010 and beyond? 

1. Thinking, integral 

2. Community 

3. Interested, tools, use 

4. Consultation, leadership 

5. Education, practice, Christianity, variety 

 
 Question M: What are the most critical considerations/factors that you think need to be 

 understood in preparation for the consultation planned for 2010 and beyond? 

1. Need, people, research 

2. Consultation, community, meta-language 

3. Question, form, understand 

 


