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The problerm cf hcw prcspective secondary school
teachers of speech should develop a facility for orally critiquing
speeches in the classrcom is presented. A current program in which
all undergraduate speech education majors must complete a course
called Teaching Speech in High School ig examined. Methods of
fulfilling the course requirements, including listening to speeches,
criticizing them, and teaching at least one class period under the
supervision of the regular instructor, are examined. Values of this
program are analyzed. (CK)
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A rroblan lon:; otierved in working iwith prozpoetive secondary
teachers of speech has been an apprcohension of orally critiquing speeches
in the clasgroom. In the mothors course at keoslern Illineis niversity
such questions arise as, Snould we eritique orally? If so, what should
we sav? A recent vevision of the methods course requirsment attenpts te
provide applicable experience in spceech criticism.

Karl F, Rcoinson, writing in 195L, stated that, "criticism is a
process of revealing, diasmnosis or evalustion of performance to the student
50 that he nay toke steps to improve his work." Others writing in the area
of specech criticism have rensrally acreed irith Tobinson's stress on
imnproveseat as the end of oral and/or writien criticism. (flalcer and Seabur:,
1965: Seirer, 19965 . ont-omery, 1757; Smith, 1961; Kzlly, 1905) The emmhasis
pl.ced on the importance of teacher critieism, be it orzl or wrilien, ut the
secondary level has created a need for a laboratory type experience in
criticism for undergracuzte speech education majors prior to the teaching
practicum. Taul 7. loltzman underscored the need wien he stated that,

Ythe critic of a speech has one primery question to ansver: 'hat can I
say {or write or do) that will result in this student's imorovin: his
commmnicative ability?! Jote that this is a very diiferent question from,

fWn.t did he do poorly?! or ‘Wh+t did he do uwell?'®
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Thus , past rescares in the area of speech sducation has generally
stressed meaningiul oral and/or written criticisw of performance as a
vital comuonent of “4he learnine process in the speech classroom. Likewise,
past experience iu training secondary teachers of sp:iech has resualted in
a noticad appr-tension of making ieaningful criticzl remarks to students
in speech cl.igses.

tme method in the speech education classroom of criticism practice
consisys of running video tapes of hiph school speakers for class pral and
wristen comment. Video tape is not innovative aad is restricted to coliepes
4and universities possessing the needed equipnent.

At Kastemn Yilinois University an additional method has been implemented

’.h

to provide prospactive hich school classroom teachers lifs experiences in
eriticizing specches, The additional metliod does not replace the use of
video tape or any otier method; it supplements other methods and a2dds the
actnual experience cdimension. 1t provides the student living experience in

eriticism hefore atudent teaching,

Ixplanation of Program

Yvery undersraduste sprech education major must complete a course in
Teaching Opeech in iigh School. A part of the course requirenent states
that the student complete from §5~10 hours in a section of the basic speech
course in the depariment of speech at Bastern Illinois "niversity. The
range of 310 hours serves the conveaience of the regular instrictor of
the basic course. The student mist fulfill 3 hours to meet the course
requirement; novever, the basic course instructor may require the student

to complete one or two additional hours. A few students, after completing

.
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e winupan 8 hourg, vanish from the sight of the instinctoy wven toeuch
he was in the nicst of criticizing a round of speeches o Lcachisg & wnil.
0f course the stodent may spend rore than 10 hours In the class if he aosiras

nald the students

Ll

ard the instrucior conseats, Thus far in the progran, cbeou

Pl

have clected to spend nore iLhan required hours in the elass, Tt is expected
that the student will spend some time in confersnee with the instructor.
Such conference tim: is not incluced in the 310 heur raguirement.
Jo e ffort i+ mnde to establlsh a rigid pattern of awtivity for lhe

student, 7The d.cision as to what the gtudent actuzlly doos do the classroom

s uliimately with the rooulsr instructor of the uasic cowrze, Shrae

c:i

a1
gaterovies :f activiiy are sngiesived: Observation: The student nws ohsoesve
‘ - Aot A s SOTITI, SR RS R I o ks

the toaeringr of the instructor and/or aciivities of the c¢lass. Oriticisns

o et o s Tt

The stadent may do vritien and/or oral critiques of speeches, discussions,

or ny other class performance sctivities. This ssecond catermor uormally
+aceives most stress, Eggchinpa: In most cases the student ultimately
teaches at loast one.class period under thie supervision of the reguluar
instructor. In sone situations the student may teach a conplete unit,

AL ths end of the gquartser the metiods instructor receives sn evaluation

of the student’s periormance from the partiecipating instructor. oSpecific
nusstions considersd are: Did the student fulfill the miniswrm of 8 hours in

the clasercom? ot strengths did jou note in the studzai that mizght wiiimately
cout ribute to sue sinl teaching? Whot wealnesses 434 you nots that mi;nt
ultimately create diificulty in a teachin; situation? The siudent is not
gradete

Also at the end of the gquarter each participatin: student submity a

¢iary of the teachin; experience. The diary consists of a day by day accownt

of what he did in the cless and bis reactions to the teschdns situation.
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The student need only account for 3-iC days in the diary even if he spene

more Lime in class,

Values and Limitations

While the primary value scught’ in the program is to provide the
rospective teacher of smeech supervised expeorience in speech criticism,
there are otier values of ihe program. Lt allerg tha student to traly ol:serve
the teaching: of o basic course. Up to the tiue of enrollmcat in meil ode
courses mout obsersstions of teaching have involved the atudent's observing
nis owm Instrucice in miven cluasres. deedless o nayr the student'is vestad
interest in tha* type situation could easily influence his impression of
what took plac:. 3Second, if the basic course instruntor feels the student
is competent and rcady; the prospective teacher mzy ot his first"taste"
of actual t:aching apart from micro=teacning ia the metiods classreom.
The progrim also nrovides the methods student contact with a classroom teacher
to discruss problems of teaching. Frior to this voint nost coniacts with
instpuctors have heen for the pmrpose of discussing the studenits own
pregress in a given course.

While the described pro ram offars the prospective teacher of speech
an oprortunity to evaluate gpeeches ir the classroom under supervision, one
major limitation must be rocognized, Innerent in rationzlizing the propianm
is a willingness to accept a relutionship between eriticizing speeches in
i high school classroom and in the classroom of a hasie collejge speech course.
Me author is willing to accept the two teachins situctions as sutficiently

similar to warrant implementation of the preogram,



The sworkability of such a program is dependent onr tro factorses

either of which coul czuse an unsurmowntable problem in wny given situation,
ections of z beginning spzech courste

it is uneceosary that eaouzh
ha artered to accoemmodate the number of studenis surolled in tre methods

Fireo,
Second, cooperation from most of the teaching stalfl ol the hasic

COUrset,

i3

courne is essential.
The response front both students and ataff partieipating in the

initial phase of the program during the 1969-1970 academic year has
convinced the Nepurtrent of Speech at Fastera Tllinois University that such

laboratory type experiences offer a meaningful challenze o tlie methods

studer: that he cannot get in the speech methods classroom,
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Palcer,
Lecongay
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