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Introduction
Summer speech institutes have Leen offered hv collepes and univ=
praities across the mited Statos for manv vears, These inatitutes

ara offered for hish school students o are interestad in specch

are as varied as tho field of

activitiea, The nrecise activiti

speach itself,  Thev ranpe from theatre to debate to broadeasting.
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10.

13.

14,

Does your program include a sumimer speech institute for high school
students? yes no
If not, have you sponsored such an institute in the past? yes 1o

If you did sponsor an institute but discontinued it, what were
your reasons for discoatinuing i

If you do sponsor an institute, what are the inclusive dates this
year?

How many years have you sponsored a high school specch institute?

What events are included? debate _ oratory _ Ehtémp.spéakiﬂg

__prose __poetry dia:usgléi dealaﬂqtﬁaﬁ E_i@Ler telling

_ TV speaking EEthP; faidlﬁ} éﬁsélgﬂltiﬂuﬁt speeches  radio
_%afLar -dinner _*;gtlﬂg __directing _ technical theatre __ others
Which of these events is the most popular? (rank top three)

debate __ oratory  extemp. speaking  prose __ poetry _ discussion
__extemp. ‘reading __significant speeches _ radio pu:llc address
__lwmpromptu pumllc speaking jaufnallsm afEEfsdlnner

_acting __directing _ technical theatre _ other (specify)

Do you limi. enrollment? yes no

From what distances do these students come?

__0-50 miles ~101-2G0 wmiles ___more than 300
__51~100 miles _ 201-300 miles - niles

Approximately what percentage of your imstitute participants are
from out-of-state?

Do you award schelarsiips yes no

How much do students pay for:
tuition ) housing - _meals

Does this cover the cost of tne institute? yes no

If not, approximately what percentage of the cost comes from
other sources?



15. Who works with these students as instructors and critics? __regular
staff _ special institute staff _ graduate students _ undergraduates

16. Do summer undergraduate classes work directly with the high school
institute as part of the required class work? yes no

17. Do summer graduate classes work directly with the high school
institute as part of the required class work? yes no

18. Approximately what percentage of institute participants have event-
ually enrolled as undergraduates at your imstitution?

19. Do you feel that institute participants are more likely to enroll
as undergraduates at your imstitution than those who do not part-
icipate in such a program? vyes no

20. Approximately what percentage of institute participants eventually
major in speech at your imnstitution?

21. Approximately what percentage of institute participants eventually
participate in the forensic program at your institution?

22, Approximately what percentage of institute participants evertually
participate in theatre activities on your campus?

Results

Nine of the schools that responded to the survey have discontinued
their summer speech institute. This accounts for 15% of the total
response. Two of the schools have disc@niinued?the summer speech
institute for lack of enrollment in the institutes; another five dis-

_ / 7
continued for lack of funds. Two of the institutes were discontinued

I
\P\

because the sponsoring college or university itself had closed. TFour
that discontinued their institute responded to the questionnaire con=
cerning the nature of their program. The remaining fifty-one returns

(85%) reported that they were sponsoring an institute during the summer
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of 1972,

The length of the institutes range from one to five weeks. Only
one institute is one week Jong. Two-vweek institutes are most common;
twenty-three schools (46%) reported that iﬁey host two-week institutes.
Three-week institutes are hosted by twelve (24%) of the schools respond-
ing. Ten schools sponsored four-week institutes, and four schools host
five-week programs.

The number of years these institutions have sponsored institutes

is reported in the following table:

Table 1 ilistory
e . _ o |
, | i | ;
Years Jdumber Perzent '
0= 16 31
6-10 11 22
11-15 6 12
16-20 8 16
21-25 2 3
26-35 0 9]
36-40 5 9
40+ 1 2
many i 2

The variety of events included in high school summer speech institutes

institutes which inelude these

[a*
[~
Hh
-

is overwielming. The events and numbe

events are listed in the following table:



Table 2 Events
_ — —— - — — —
EVENT NUMBER PERCENT
—— — = —_— e = , — = = e
devate 51 { 93
oratory 22 43
extemp. speaking 30 59
prose 20 39
poetry 20 35
discussion 11 22
declamation 3 6
story telling 3 6
TV speaking 10 20 i
extemp, reading 2 4 i
significant speech 4 8 !
radio 10 20
public address 8 16
impromptu 12 24
public speaking 18 35
. journalism & 8
-after dinner 2 4
acting | 16 35
< recting } 10 20
t.chnical theatre 15 29

The popularity of
the survey. Debate is

ported that debate was

listed acting as being

these events was ranked by those responding to
the obvious favorite. Torty schools (83%) re-
the most popular eveat. Six schools (12.5%)
tihe most popular. Radio speaking and public

events by one school each.

speaking were also listed as most popular
Schools that sponsor institutes with several events indicated the
bxtemporaneous speaking was

events which are the next most popular.

listed by fifteen schools (45%) as being a popular supporting event.
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Acting was listed by five schools (15%) as being a second most popular
event. Several other events were listed in this category, but they were
listed by only one or two schools.

The third most popular event was also listed by those schools
including severzl events in their institutes. Nine schools (30%) listed
original oratory as a third most popular event. Extemporaneous speaking
and technical theatre were each listed by four schools as third most
popular events. Many other events were also listed in this category,
Eut they were listed by only one or two schools.

The gignificange of these most popular, second most popular, and
third most popular events is that combinations of events fit together
in;a an area of emphasis. Debate, extemporanenus speaking and original
oratory are apparently the most popular combination in nulti-event
institutes. Other institutes with the theatre emphasis combine other
events, and those with a broadcasting emphasis combine othner areas wnich
are distinct. osummer speech institutes are not just dehbate and forensic

institutes; they may also be theatre institutes or broadecasting institutes.
The events that correlate with each other will be treated in the section
on analysis.

Several questions were asked about enrollment. Tne question concern-

ncluded in the survey because that

I

ing the actual enrollment was not

information is available from the Journal of the American Forensic

Association. Enrollments range from 24 to 300. The average institute




envollment is eighty-r Schools were asked if they limit enrollment.
Thirty~seven schools (70%) iﬁdicaﬁed that they do limit enrollment,
Sixteen schools (307%) do not.

Most institutes attract students from considerahle distance.
Thirty~-three schools (62%) report that they attract students from 300
miles and more to attend their institutes. However, a majority of the
instltutes attract a majority of theilr varticipants from their home
state; eight of the institutes (16%) report that they attract over

75@2 of their enrollment from out-of-state. The remaining forty-filve

schools responding to the question report that 50% or less come from

out-of-state.

]

The next several questions relate to dnstitute finance. Twenty-
seven, exactly 50X of the schools responding to ﬁhé question on scholar-
shi: , reported that they do avard scholarships to institute participants.
Tultion, housing, meals, and meals and houming for these Institutes

that group these fees are reported in the following tables:

Table 3 Tuition

T 7

l ?
Weekly | No. Percent | Total No. Percent
' Tuition

| ! _ - NS S

.

Tuition |
] ]
i

50-25 2
$26-50 13
§51=75 14 42
876-100 4
£100+

$10-19 ;
520-29 i 1

I3 Ll It
D Ov th

WD

$30=39
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j Table 4 Housing

; Weekly | No. | Percent Total No Percent
: Housing | i Housing

. i i

T T T T T
150-10 ! 2 12 $0~-25 6 30 -
§11-15 | 6 | 3 §26-50 12 60
151620 ; 5 j 38 $51=75 1 5
$21-25 i 1 5 $76-100 1 5
$26=30 ! 1 6 :

i | 1 _ _ L _ a _
] R B

Table 5

— — : _ — —
Weekly ; No. ] Percent Total No. Percent
Meals ! j Meals

| !
—- i — — — _

$0-15 | 2 16 8025 1 8

$16-20 | 2 17 $26-70 6 50

$§21-25 [ 4 33 $51-75 4 33

$26-30 g 2 17 $76=100 1 8

531-35 ' 0 0

536=40 | 2 17

i

|

Table 6

Meals and Housing

Feckly
Meals &
Housing

No.

Percent

Total
‘Meals &
‘Housing

No.

Percent

$0-25

$26-30
$31-35
$36=40
$41-50
551-60

R T

$26-50
$51-75
$76-100
$101-125
$126-150
$151-175




Thirty-flve schools (69%) reported that the institutes are self-
supnorting. Sixteen schools (31%) reported that the institutes are not

elf=sufficient. Ten of these sixteen schools responded to the question

]
m

concarning the amount of supplementary support they received. Two
schools receive 20% or less support from sources other than the institute,

Four schools obtain from 21% to 407 of their institute financing from

other sources, Three scheools fund the institutes from 417 to 607 with
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revenues other than those generated by the institutes,

ed that between 71% and 80% of the institute's support cemes from other

ources.

o

Staffing the institute is the subject of the next questicn. TForty-
ive (83%) of the institutes are staffed by regular staff members

scrving as Instructors and eritics. Thirty-seven (69%) employ special

-ﬂﬂ‘l

(70%) utilize graduate student
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and twenty-six use undergraduates instructors and critics,

I
o
e

Many of the institutes have undergraduate and graduate classes
work directly with the institutes, but this is the exception rather than
the rule. Twelve of fifty-four schools responding to the gquestion have

undergraduate classes work directly with the institute., TForty-two of
with the institutes. TIifty-three schools responded to the question;
twenty-two have graduate classes working directly with the institute,
but thirty-one do not. Therefore, even in the case of graduate classes
fewer schools used institutes as teacher-training supplements than use

\.1 % 3 & . e o
: this techniaue.
ERIC e
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The institute directors were asked 1f they felt that institute
participants were more likely Eg enroll at their institutions as under-
graduates, Thirty-two (73%) responded affirmatively: Ehey-feel that
the Inst/tutes are successful recrulting devices for thelr sponsoring
institutions. Twelve (27%) do not see such a benefit coming from

their dnstiltuktes.
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Analysis

o
Ly
e

five of the nine dnstitutes which were-éisgantinugd complete
least part of the questionnaire. There were very few characteristics
which distinguish these programs from those that have been maintained.
The events included in these discontinued institutes may account for
thelr inabllity to continue. One was a radio institute. Another was a
theatre institute; the femaining three were a combination of many

‘events. The institute which was sponsored at the University of Wisconsin-

2e Institutes. La Crosse

ml

La Crosse 1s representative of these thr

included eleven events in a four-week institute which cost the partic-

ipants only $40 for tuition,

Many schools sponsoring institutes during the summer of 1972 also

include a varlety of events. Thirtv-nine have two or more events.
Iwelve have only one event. Those Institutes which include more than one

event charge a lower tuition than those that include only one, Tuition

for single events the average

-

for multi-event Iinstitutes average $23;
tuition is 327 per week. Multi-event institutes last longer. The

average length for multi-event institutes is twenty-one days, The single~
event iﬁsticutes average fourteen days in length. Multi-event institutes
are less apt to be self-supporting. 67% of multi-event institutes

report that they are self-supporting. 75% of single event institutes

are self-supporting.
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This may be explained by the fact that single event institutes
draw larger enrollments., Single-event institutes had an average enrolil-
ment of 65 students as gaméazeé wlith multi-event institutes whigh have an
average enrollment of 55 students, The only single event lnstitutes

which responded to the enrollment question were debate institutes.

Another factor which affects cost of an institute is its length, As _ .

those that inelude only one event. Enrollment does not appear to be
affected by length of the institute. The following table indicates the

sporadiec correlation between enrollment and length of institute:

Table 7 Enrollment and Length

Weeks Number of institutes Average enrollment

1 1 50
2 20 72
3 11 93
b 11 63
5 2 235

Subsequently, it may be seen that event though muitiﬁevent institutes
charge less and last longer, they don't make up the cost with larger
enrollment,

There appears to be: a correlation between the number of years an

institute has been operating and the size of enrollment, The following

O




table guggests that the more established institutes draw the larger

enrollments:

| _ - — — = e g =
4

E Table § Enrollment and History

[

- B T T T T T T T — T T

i Years Enrollment | Number Percentage
N — ! . e
i . I
;. 0-5 30-40 2 T4

; 41=50 3 21

' 51-60 4 28

f 61-70 2 14

. 71-80 1 7

l 100 2 14

6--10

30-40
41-50
51-60
61=70
71-C0
81-90
91-100
120

O OO

43
14

0

0
14
.0
14
14

11-15 30-40 1 17
41-50 2 33

70 1 17

100 2 33

16-20 50-60 3 38
80 - 1 12

100 2 25

150 2 25
| 21-25 75 1 100
36-40+ 30 1 14

- 75 1 14

| 100 2 33

o 270+ 2 33




Several events are more frquently included in self-supporting

institutes than others, The following table lists svents which were

inclxed in self-supporting institutes:

Table 9 Self-Supporting Events
— —— g _ _
Activitles Number ; Percentage
!
debare ; 32 i 91
oratory ; ' - 15 | 43
extemp. speaking 20 i 57
prose 10 29
poetry 10 : 29
discussion 5 | 14
declamation 2 q 6
story telling e 0
TV speaking 7 20
extemp. reading 3 17
sipnificant speech 3 23
radio 7 20
public address G 17
impromptu & 23
public speaking 10 29
journalism 2 6
after dinner 1 3
directing 8 ; 23
acting 11 ! 31
technical theatre 8 ‘ 23

The length of institutes is also.a factor in financing these programs.

The following table indicates the length of self-supporting institutes:




Table 10 Self=Suffieciency & Length
L _ S ___ _ _
| o | ,,
Weeks Number Percentage
] | 0 0
2 ' 13 78
3 2 75
4 5 50
5 2 50

The amount charged for tultion ranges from 0 - $39 per week, The
tuition rate which most frequently correlates to self-gufficiency
falls in the range of $20-52¢ per week. The following table correlates

tuition to self-sufficlency:

Table 11 Self=Sufficlency and Tultlon

Tuition per Number Percentage
Week

$10-19 : 7 31
$20-29- 8 - 36
$30-39 6 27

Housing and meal costs may alsc be a factor in self-sufficiency.
Therefore, the following table indicates total weekly cost as it

correlates with self-sufficiency:




a2

Table 12 Self-Sufficiency & Total Weekly Cost

Cost per
Week

Number

Percentage

——
|
[
|

$30-30 3 12
$40-49 ; 2 8
$50~59 % 5 21
$60-69 6 25
£70-79 3 12
$80-89 i 4 17
$90-99 l 1- 4




Conclusion

The trend away from general speech institutes toward the more
specialized debate institute may be explained by several of the find-
ings of this survey. The institutes that failed were in three of five
cases such multi-event institutes. They have failed for fina§ziai
Teasons.

It becomes rather easy to see why such institutes would have
financial difficulty. DMulti-event institutes last longer, but they
charge a lower tultion. Eurtbgrmgfag they draw smaller enrollments
than debate institutes. Obviously, such programs will not enjoy the
financial self-sufficiency of the shorter, better attended single-
event Institute which collects a larger fee,

Two-week institutes enjny greater self-sufficlency than either
longer or sh?rtef pfagramsi?iﬁebate is the most self-supporting event,
Eﬁfallment over twenty-four can be self-supporting and the average
enréilment of self-supporting single event institutes is fiféy—sixi
Tuition bét@éenl$23 and 525 per week usually provides for self-sufficilency.

:Sugh programs are staffed In a varlety of ways. Most frequently
they include regular staff and special institute staff members. They
frequently also employ graduate and underpgraduate staff. Classes of
the regular summer graduate and undergraduate speech program %re mos t
often not directly associated with the institutes.

The programs are viewed by thelr sponsors as being recruliting

devices for the sponsoring institutions.




Such a program can be offered at little or no cost to the host
institution. It provides a service to the StudEﬂﬁ; to the high school,

to the activity and to the host institution.
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