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The primary purpose of this study is to survey the atti-

tudes of high school teachers toward the oral interpretation

contests of the University Interscholastic League in Texas.

The secondary purpose is to trace the development of thosecon-

tests from their inception to the present time. The thesis

contains four chapters: I -- An explanation of the purposes

and procedures followed in the study. II -- A history of the

interpretation competition in the Texas University Interscho-

lastic League. III -- A compilation of the results of a

questionnaire mailed to 240 selected teachers. IV -- A summary

of the attitudes reflected in the questionnaires and recommen-

dations for changes in the current structure of the University

Interscholastic League.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The state of Texas is only one of the states in the

United States which currently has a highly organized and

efficiently run system devoted solely to education through

competition. The system is known in Texas as the University

Interscholastic League (UIL). This organization has been

highly successful since its inception in 1912. According

to Dr. Rhea H. Williams, "no other state has an organization

that has as many contests or participants as Texas."1 During

the 1972-1973 school year 2,715 schools registered with the

League, although many of these schools did not actively par-

ticipate in the contests.2 This number decreased by only 17

schools during 1973-1974.3

The UIL, which has been very successful, is organized

by a bureau of the Extension Division of the University of

Texas at Austin. The stated purpose of the League is "to

organize and direct, through the medium of properly super-

vised and controlled contests, desirable school activities,

and thereby assist in preparing pupils for citizenship."4

It has also been pointed out that, "the League is essentially

an extra-curricular activity program of state-wide signifi-

cance.

1
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The League annually publishes a set of rules which govern

competition in speech, literary, music and athletic events.

Each of these areas is subdivided into many different facets.

In speech, there are contests in debate, informative speaking,

persuasive speaking, poetry interpretation, prose reading, and

oral reading. From the inception of the League, oral interpre-

tation has, in some form, been an integral part of the speech

competition.

The annual University Interscholastic League contests are

held in the spring of the academic year. If a contestant is

qualified at the local level he is eligible to represent his

school in a district competition. From there the winner in

each event may advance to the regional contests. Regional

winners are eligible to compete on the state level.

Purpose

The primary purpose of this study is to survey the atti-

tudes of currently participating high school teachers toward

oral interpretation contests of the University Interscholastic

League in the state of Texas. A secondary purpose is to trace

the development of those contests from their inception to the

present time.

This thesis attempts, through the medium of a question-

naire, to ascertain the attitudes of teachers currently

participating in UIL speech events toward the contests in

prose reading and poetry interpretation. It is hoped that

the results of that survey may be used to analyze the strengths
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and weaknesses of the prose and poetry contests. In any organ-

ization an accurate measure of the attitudes of its members can

be an extremely valuable tool when used by the management of

that organization to alter, or restructure or in any way im-

prove the function of the organization.

Both Dr. Rhea H. Williams, Director General and Director

of Literary Programs of the League, and Dr. Rex Wier, Director

of Forensics at the University of Texas, have voiced a personal

interest in this study, expressing the opinion that it would

be beneficial not only to themselves as administrators but to

the other speech teachers throughout the state and to the League

in general.6

As early as 1949,the need for historical research was

recognized. The Committee on Interpretation for 1948 and

1949, appointed by the Speech Association of America, was

composed of the following members: Professors Charles Price

Green (Chairman), Sara Lowery, Mary Margaret Robb, and Wallace

A. Bacon. One member of that Committee, Professor Bacon,

wrote a brief statement setting forth the areas for research

in the field of oral interpretation. With the sanction of the

other members of the committee, their findings were published

in the Quarterly Journal of Speech under the title "Graduate

Studies in Interpretation. "7 In that article, Bacon points

to the need for additional historical studies in interpretation.

He says:

. . . interpretation is still badly in need of a series
of historical studies which will make clear the line of
development which oral reading has followed. Professor
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Mary Margaret Robb's book on the subject, which discusses
briefly the English backgrounds and traces speech in Amer-
ican educational institutions, does not profess to be a
complete study. Its excellent foundations ought to be
built upon.8

There have been a few worthwhile studies of the League

conducted in the past. Some previous attempts have been made

to survey the attitudes of oral interpretation teachers in

high schools throughout the state of Texas toward the rules

governing the contests in poetry interpretation and prose

reading, but none have been designed to elicit as much infor-

mation as this study is intended to to discover. Charles

Dupre' s masters thesis surveyed the organization and adminis-

tration of the League from 1910-1936. He included a section

on the history of declamation.9 Another study of the League

was conducted in 1956 by Roy Bedichek, former director of the

League. In his book, a chapter is devoted to both historical

and value studies of declamation.10

Procedure

Every high school in the state belongs to the League.

Not every school participates in all of the events offered.

Schools may enter any number of events they choose. The

Spring Meet List of Participating High Schools, 1972-1973

published by the League, listed 1,117 high schools that par-

ticipated in the League's contests for that year.1 1 This

number fluctuates every year.

Each high school is classified into a conference based

on the size of the school. There are five conferences that

increase in size from Conference B, A, AA, AAA, and AAAA.
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A school is eligible to participate in three major meets:

the district; the regional; and the state. The League Con-

stitution and Contest Rules book defines these three meets.

A "district" meet is one in which two or more schools
in the same conference participate for the purpose of
qualifying contestants for the "regional" meet. A
regional" meet is one in which the winners from a

group of "district" meets compete for qualification
to the State Meet. The "State" Meet is one in wh h
regional winners compete for state championships.

There are four regions for each conference. The regional

meets are hosted by twelve colleges and universities throughout

the state. These schools and the conferences they host are

as follows: Texas Tech University, Region I, Conferences AAAA,

A, and B; North Texas State University, Region II, Conferences

AAAA, and AAA; San Jacinto College, Region III, Conference

AAAA; Del Mar College, Region IV, Conferences AAAA and AAA;

Odessa College, Region I, Conferences AAA and AA; Sam Houston

State University, Region III, Conference AAA; The University

of Texas at Arlington, Region II, Conference AA; Blinn College,

Region III, Conferences AA and B; Texas A & I University,

Region IV, Conference AA; Tarleton State College, Region II,

Conferences A and B; Kilgore College, Region II, Conferences

A and B; and Victoria College, Region IV, Conference A for

the school year 1972-1973.

In an attempt to determine the attitude of teachers toward

the contests in interpretation, a questionnaire designed in

five parts was mailed to selected schools which participated

in the 1972-1973 competition. The information desired was in

the areas of (a) the academic background of each teacher, (b)
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the attitudes toward the administration of and the participa-

tion in the UIL poetry and prose contests, (c) the attitudes

toward the prose reading contests, (d) the attitudes toward

the poetry interpretation contests, and (e) the attitudes to-

ward the rules governing the prose and poetry contests of the

University Interscholastic League of Texas.

In order to ensure a valid return of the questionnaire,

it was decided that all schools which had a first, second, or

third place winner at the regional-level would be surveyed.

Thus from all five conferences, there are three schools repre-

senting both boys and girls prose reading and poetry interpre-

tation. This makes a total of sixty schools for each region.

This number, multiplied by the four regions brings the total

number of contestants who placed in regional meets to two

hundred and forty. Questionnaires were sent to all of these

schools.

Letters were sent to each of the twelve colleges and uni-

versities requesting a list of the district winners participating,

and the names of the first, second and third place winners in

their respective regional meets. From these lists, two hundred

and forty schools were selected and questionnaires were mailed

to them.

In instances where the same school placed more than once

among the top three winners in the regional contests, an alter-

nate school was chosen at random from the list of participants.

The regional contests for Region III-AA and Region IV-B were

hosted by Blinn College. When a request for the list of
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winners was sent to Blinn College they replied that they no

longer had the lists available. In order to have these two

regions represented, the appropriate number of schools was

selected at random from those who had participated in the

district contests. This random selection accounts for the

thirteen schools who responded that they had not participated

in the regional contests.

Of the two hundred and forty questionnaires sent, one

hundred and fifty were returned. This represents a sixty-

two percent return of the questionnaire.

As previously stated, a secondary purpose of this thesis

is to briefly trace the history of the interpretation contests

from their inception to the present time. A letter was sent

to the University Interscholastic League office in Austin re-

questing information concerning the availability of the rule

books dating from 1911 to the present time. Their reply was

immediate. All of the books were there, but they could not

be taken from the League office. It was learned later that

there was no dry-copier machine in the office; thus, all the

information would have to be copied by hand.

The libraries of several major colleges and universities

were contacted. There was not a complete collection of the

rules in any of these libraries. Copies of the rules that

were available at these colleges were copied; the remaining

were hand copies at the League office.

This historical survey is designed to give an overall

view of the development of the oral interpretation events in
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the UIL from the original contest in declamation to the pre-

sent structure. It is hoped that an investigation of this

type will provide a proper historical background for the

understanding of the current structure of the organization.

An assessment of the current attitudes, as expressed by the

responses to the questionnaire, should help determine the

future course of interpretation events in the University Inter-

scholastic League of Texas.
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CHAPTER II

HISTORY OF THE ORAL INTERPRETATION CONTESTS

OF THE UNIVERSITY INTERSCHOLASTIC

LEAGUE OF TEXAS

The purpose of this chapter is to review the history of

the oral interpretation contests of the University Interscho-

lastic League from its inception to the present time. A brief

outline of the history of the UIL will aid in understanding

the evolvement of oral interpretation as a contest.

The University Interscholastic League of Texas is a pro-

duct of two contest organizations, the Texas Interscholastic

Athletic Association, which held its first meet at the Uni-

versity of Texas in 1905 and the Debating League of Texas

High Schools, organized in 1910 at the convention of the Texas

State Teachers Association.1

At its first annual meeting in Nay, 1911, the Debating

League merged with the newly formed Declamation League of

Texas and became the Debating and Declamation League of Texas

Schools. The declamation contests were scheduled in addition

to debate "as an aid in the preparation for citizenship."2

On May 3, 1913, at a joint meeting of the University Inter-

scholastic Athletic Association and the Debating and Declamation

League of Texas Schools, a new organization was formed and be-

came known as the University Interscholastic League of Texas.3

10
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The Constitution of the Debat and Declamation League

of Texas Schools, published on October 8, 1911, explains "the

primary purpose of this League is to foster in the schools the

study and practice of public speaking and debate as an aid in

the preparation for citizenship."4 Aiding the student in pre-

paration for citizenship is the goal which the UIL has worked

toward for the past sixty-four years of its existence.

The rules for the contest in declamation for the 1911-

1912 school year were as follows:

C. THE CONTEST IN DECLAMATION

Article XIV.--Eligibility

The state contest in Declamation shall be open to
any bona fide undergraduate male student in any Texas
school that duly qualifies for membership in this League
(see Article III); provided, that a contestant shall not
have passed his eighteenth birthday at the time of the
final contest (the first Friday in May); and provided
further, that he has passing grades in at least three
of his studies at the time of each contest for which he
enters.

Article XV.--Nature of Declamation

Each delcamation shall consist of a prose selection
from some standard author or well-known speaker. The
subject-matter of each selection shall be prevailingly
serious in tone, and delivered for the purpose of con-
vincing or persuading the audience of certain ideas or
truths; in other words, a declamation should not be chosen
which is primarily adapted to the purposes of mere enter-
tainment. Poetry (excepting such poetical quotations as
may be included in prose selections), "funny" pieces,
dramatic readings, and impersonations will not be allowed.
Each student shall select a declamation the words of which
he adopts as his own for the purpose of speaking to a
present-day audience on a subject of present-day interest
and importance.

Article XVI.--Rules of Contests

SECTION 1. The order of speaking in the decla-
mation contests, county, district, and final, shall
be determined by lot.
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SECTION 2. No speaker shall be interrupted in any
manner while he is speaking, either by cheers or other-
wise, and the presiding officer shall see that this rule
is strictly enforced.

SECTION 3. No speaker shall be coached or prompted
in any manner during the delivery of his declamation.

SECTION 4. At each contest there shall be two time-
keepers, who shall notify the speaker and the presiding
officer, by ringing a bell, or other signal, whenever
the speaker exceeds the time-limit of five (5) minutes.

Article XVII.--Instruction to Judges

The judges in the declamation contests, county, dis-
trict, and final, shall receive the following instructions:
"This is a contest in delivery only, the speeches not
being original productions. The basis of judging each
contestant shall be: general effectiveness as a speaker.
In determining general effectiveness, the following mat-
ters shall be considered: interpretation, adaptation of
the speaker's delivery to the particular selection,
clearness in enunciation, emphasis, inflection, modulation,
force earnestness, naturalness, ease and grace of carriage,
physical expression, including appropriateness and ef-
fectiveness in gesture, directness, and the general effect
upon the audience. No attempt, however, shall be made to
grade these elements of general effectiveness by per-
centages, but each judge shall rank each speaker according
to the effort as a whole. At the close of the contest
the judges, after conferring together, shall decide upon
first and second choice.5

The declaimer had to be a male. His choice of subject

matter was memorized prose of any kind, provided it was of a

serious nature. This gave him a very wide selection of material

from which to choose.

If a participant won the county contest, he advanced to

the district level, and finally, if he won, he would partici-

pate in the state meet. There were sixteen declaimers at the

first state meet in 1911 vying for first and second places.6

In 1912 when the Debating and Declamation League merged

with the Athletic Association, the constitution of the Univer-

sity Interscholastic League contained basically the same rules
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governing declamation as the 1911 Debating and Declamation

League rules.

Twenty-eight schools belonged to the League in 1914.7

Girls were allowed to participate for the first time in all

the events only on the county level. Also, in this year the

high school students had to choose a topic on the subject of

peace and a third place winner's position was added.8 Finally,

in 1915 girls were allowed to compete at all levels of compe-

tition including the state contest.9

The basic change in the rules of declamation through the

years, has been in the area of topics. For instance, the

topic in 1916 was changed to "a prose selection from some

standard author or well-known speaker."1 0 Again the topic

was changed in 1918 to patriotic selections. This topic was

defined as "one that incites to patriotism and that is related

either directly or indirectly to the war in which our country

is now engaged."l Six authorized sources were given from

which the participants could choose.

The following year the topic was changed back to the

1916 topic of a prose selection from some standard author

or well-known speaker.12 In 1920 the selection had to be

on the topic of Americanism.13 The next year the word "or

good citizenship" were added to Americanism.14

A list of four suggestions were added to the rules in

1922. These were as follows: "(1) the fundamental qualities

or virtues necessary for good citizenship, (2) a story or ex-

position of noted events or characters that have contributed to
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the making of America, [3] patriotic selections, and [4] dis-

cussion of a present-day public question or issue." 15

A major change and a major addition to the rules occurred

in 1938. The patriotic selection was changed to a "selection

commemorating Texas heroes, history, and progress."16 The

major addition to the rules was the listing of criteria for

judging which included choice of material, appreciation of

thought, projection to the audience, control of bodily acti-

vity, rhythm, pronunciation, voice control, and general ef-

fectiveness. 1 An achievement rating blank was provided and

was to be used as an example to follow. Each participant was

rated on a scale from 1-Inferior to 7-Superior. Also, judges

were instructed to take into consideration the audience reac-

tion to the selection.18

The year 1940 proved to be a turning point in declamation.

A great many of the rules were revamped, making way for a more

sophisticated set of rules. This is exemplified by the fol-

lowing beginning statement: "The purpose of the declamation

contest is to incite competitive endeavor in mastering the

thought of worthwhile selections and in acquiring the art of

conveying that thought effectively to an audience."19

The rule concerning the time limit was changed from five

minutes to six and one-half minutes. Also declamation was now

referred to as "fundamentally orations." In addition, senior

students could write and deliver their own declamations.2 0

The present day oratory contests that are offered in many

contests and festivals throughout the state are patterned after
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these UIL original declamations. A list of judging standards,

more explicit than ever, gave the judge a better overall pic-

ture as to the qualities of a good declamation.

In 1941, another change occurred in the UIL rules. This

change concerned the time limit; it was extended from six and

one-half minutes to seven minutes.2 2 During the next year,

1947, conferences B, A and AA emerged. The geographic desig-

nations were changed from county, district and state to

district, regional, state meets respectively.2 3

Poetry reading was introduced as a separate contest in

1954. The same judging standards used for declamation con-

tests were also applied to the poetry reading event. The

introductory paragraph of the rules for this contest is as

follows: "The purpose of the poetry reading contest is to

provide incentive for mastering the thought of worthwhile

poems and in conveying that thought effectively to an audi-

ence through reading orally. In addition, the contest is

designed to provide training in the holding of a book and the

effective reading from the manuscript in front of an audience,

so that the best principles of oral readings are emphasized.

In general, the standards are set up for the declamation con-

tests should be followed to motivate training in the poetry

reading contest. "24

This contest was open only to senior and junior boys and

girls. The contest was in two parts: (a) prepared selection

and (b) extemporaneous selection. An explanation of each is

as follows: "The prepared selections shall be from the realm
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of good literature and shall be recognized as poetry. Time

limit shall be four minutes. The selection will be read from

a manuscript or book at the contest. The extemp[sicl selection

shall be drawn from several selections sent to the district

director by the State office. Students will choose one extemp

[sic] selection thirty minutes before time for participation

(at five-minute intervals). Length of the extemporaneous

selection is three minutes. Both selections will be given

when participant appears." 2 5

The participant drew for places, prepared in a separate

room, and read his selection in aother room. He announced

the title of his first selection, read it, then announced the

title of his extemporaneous selection and read that selection.
26

The number of judges consisted of one critic judge, or

any odd number of qualified persons. If there were a protest

concerning the eligibility of a poem, it was to be made to

the director of the contest before the decision of the judge

or judges was rendered. Each contestant was ranked by number,

to determine a winner.2 7

A contestant could not be over eighteen years old, had to

be passing at least three classes, and could not be a profes-

sional. The contest was open to the public, and there could

not be cheering or coaching during the contest.
2 8

In 1955, the contestant was allowed to give an introduction

to both his prepared and extemporaneous selection. Also the

29
poetry contest was now open to all high school students. The
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time limit for the preparation of the extemporaneous selection

was changed in 1959 from thirty minutes to six minutes.
3 0

The year 1961 brought about a complete change in the UIL

oral interpretation contests. Declamation was discontinued

on the high school level and offered only on the junior high

and elementary school level contests. Prose reading was intro-

duced as a contest of the UIL. Poetry reading was now called

poetry interpretation.

The wording of the purpose of the new poetry interpretation

contest is slightly different in wording from the purpose of

the former poetry reading contest. "The purpose of this con-

test is to provide incentive for mastering the thought of

worthwhile poetry and in conveying that thought effectively to

an audience. The contest should be a natural outgrowth of

regular classroom activity and lend itself to in-class pre-

paration."3 1 The purpose of the prose reading contest is

worded the same as the poetry interpretation contest. The

rules for both are basically the same.

Each participant was to prepare five selections from the

works of five authors or poets. The state office would send

the list of these five authors or poets to any school entering

the contest.3 2 At the contest, each of the contestants drew

for places. Seven minutes before the first student began, he

drew a slip of paper with one of the five authors or poets on

it. He was given six minutes to prepare his selection in a

separate room. His selection had to be typed or handwritten

and secured in a stiff-backed folder.3 3
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The following year 1962, the wording of the purpose for

the poetry interpretation contest was mor elaborate and was

designed to aid in understanding this type of contest. The

purpose was to:

. . . train the student in the art of communicating to
an audience, from the printed page, a work of literary
merit in its intellectual, emotional and aesthetic
entirety. The true aim of oral interpretation is the
appreciation of literature.

The interpreter should ask himself these two ques-
tions: 1. How can I, the interpreter, find the meaning
of the printed page? 2. How can I, the interpreter,
give expression to this meaning and thereby induce some-
one else to appreciate my interpretation?

Oral interpretation is the art of reading from the
printed page and communicating meaning in addition to
the denotation of the words being read. Two levels may
be distinguished: 1. The level of simple communication,
in which the purpose is to carry an idea accurately.
2. The level of artistic performance, in which the
reader takes a literary work and attempts to interpret
to others, through his reading of this work, the inner
feelings, the emotions, and the ideas bound up in the
printed page.34

The participant had to prepare three selections from

three categories: (a) selections from British poets, (b)

American poets, and (c) other poets the student may choose

besides the poets in categories a and b. Each selection

could be one poem, a cutting of a poem, or a combination

of several poems.3 5

For the prose reading contest there were also three

categories instead of the five categories as had been the

case prior to 1962. Suggested examples were selections

from (a) commentary, such as editorials, essays, syndicated

columns and radio, and television commentary speakers;

(b) fiction, such as novels, short stories or informal
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essays; and (c) public address, such as speeches found in the

magazine Vital Speeches of the Day and Representative American

Speeches.36

The 1962 rule changes also included several other minor

alterations. There was a bibliography included for poetry

which listed four outstanding books on oral interpretation.

Another change in the rules provided that one of the judges

should draw the name of the categories for reading rather

than one of the participants. An optional introduction to

the selection was allowed for both contests.37

A new definition of poetry interpretation was given in

the 1963 rule book: "Poetry interpretation is the art of

reading aloud from the printed page. The term interpretation

is used to designate the process of communicating orally the

intellectual and emotional content of a poem while reading

the actual poem itself. "38

In the June 15, 1964, rule book, there were still three

categories to choose from in the poetry interpretation con-

test. However, category a,, listed four poets instead of the

five offered the year before. Six poets, instead of five,

were offered in category b and category c stayed the same,

offering the works of any other poet or groups of poets.39

A list of three poetry anthologies was included as suggested

references.4 0 This was designed to enable the teacher and

student to locate the works of these poets more easily.

The three categories in the prose reading contest were

rearranged. Category a became public address which dealt
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with significant affairs or problems. Category b remained

fiction, but it could be of a serious or humorous nature.

Finally, cateogry c was in the area of written commentary.

Biblical selections were excluded.41

In 1965, four new textbooks dealing with oral interpre-

tation were added to the bibliography list. Also, a total

of eleven books containing the works of the poets on the list

were added. Cuttings from plays were excluded from the prose

reading contest.42

In the junior high and elementary school contests, dec-

lamation was changed to oral reading in 1966. The three

categories now all contained a list of ten poets from which

a student might choose. Category c, which had previously

given no specific list of poets, now contained ten poets of

the Romantic period. More books were added to the list of

bibliographies in both prose and poetry contests.43

The purpose for the prose reading contest was expanded.

It begins: "The purpose of this contest is to stimulate the

student to find the meaning of printed prose and to communi-

cate that meaning orally to his listeners. Participation in

the contest should also assist the student to develop critical

techniques in the evaluation of prose." The contest rules

were also more detailed: "Prose reading provides a challenge

to the student in the process of adapting written prose to

oral discourse. The student is able to enhance the minimal

denotative meaning of the printed word with the subtleties
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of vocal connotations and thus provide the listener with

aesthetic pleasure in addition to meaning.t"4 4

Under "Section 4: Preparation," a paragraph was added

to strengthen the purpose of prose reading: "Prose reading

is neither a contest in dramatic interpretation nor acting.

The categories are designed to test the ability of a student

to read orally a selection from one of three different cate-

gories of prose in the manner of contemporary courses in oral

reading. '45

The categories in poetry underwent another change in

1968. Category a contained a list of ten modern British

poets; category b became a list of ten modern American

poets, and category c became a list of ten modern Latin

American and Spanish poets. These Latin American poets

were listed with the country they represent along with

their pen names. A Bibliography and Guide to Poetry, Vol-

ume II_, by Dr. Rex Wier was offered for a fee, as a reference.

It contained a complete listing of the published works of the

poets, with criticisms and biographies, references regarding

modern poetry, current oral interpretation textbooks, and a

recapitulation of the instructions to the judges.46

The works of the poets on the Latin American category

list proved to be difficult to obtain, especially for the

smaller schools. In order to remedy this problem, the League,

in 1969, added an alternate category to each of the three main

categories. This was to enable the student to choose from a

more varied sampling of poets.
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The alternate category to the modern Latin American and

Spanish poets consisted of the standard Romantic poets. This

would provide schools that were not able to find the poems of

the Spanish and Latin American poets, a list of standard poets

to rely upon. A second volume of Dr. Wier's Bibliography and

Guide to Poetry Interpretation was offered for sale.

The three categories for the prose reading contest were

replaced by a specific list of ten authors each. The first

category was modern American public address. The second group

was composed of modern British and Commonwealth authors. The

third category dealt with modern American short stories.47

These categories were all in the realm of modernliterature,

in order to expose the student to literature written with a

contemporary view.

In 1970, the poets in the alternate categories were changed.

Alternate category A became modern Australian and Canadian

poets. Alternate category B listed modern American poets II.

In addition, alternate category C became modern European poets.

These alternate lists of poets were to be used as the required

poets for the 1971-1972 list. For category C students could

translate the selection from the original language and read

from it, as well as relying upon the standard translations.

The three categories for prose reading were now more explic-

it with the main subject of all three being short stories with

ten authors listed for each. The titles of these categories

were the following: "Category A: Modern American Short Stories

I, Category B: Modern British Short Stories I, and Category C:

European Short Stories I.",9
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The categories used as alternate categories for 1970

were moved up to replace the original categories in the

1971 poetry lists. The alternate categories were three

completely new ones with new poets listed. The changes

in the categories are as follows: "Category A: Modern

Australian/Canadian Poets; Alternate Category A: Modern

Commonwealth Poets; Category B: Modern American Poets II;

Alternate Category B: Modern American Poets III; Category

C: Modern European Poets I; and Alternate Category C:

Modern European Poets II."50 There were now twenty modern

poets to choose from in each of the three categories.

The prose reading rules stressed the fact that a student

must select one author from each category. Alternate cate-

gories, like the poetry interpretation contest, for the first

time were offered to give more variety in selection. Each of

the three categories from the 1970 lists were now the alter-

nate categories. The three main categories were as follows:

Category A: Modern American Short Stories II; Category B:

Modern Commonwealth Short Stories I; and Category C: Modern

Latin American Short Stories I. As with the poetry lists,

the countries were listed with the poets. Also, some of these

authors were listed by their nom de plumes, rather than by

their own names. A special note entered at the end of the

list of categories, stated, "These lists will be repeated

periodically, about every three years." 5 1

The year 1972 brought about a new addition to the poetry

reading contest. A second alternate category of ten poets
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each was added to the three main categories and their alter-

nates. This brought the total number of poets to thirty in

each category. These second alternate lists were composed

of the better known, older poets.

The prose reading categories and authors remained the

same. The only change was the dropping of two authors and

the addition of two others in Category C: Modern Latin Amer-

ican Short Stories I.52

In 1973, there was no change in either the prose reading

or poetry interpretation rules or categories. Everthing re-

mained the same except for the addition of two sentences. A

special note at the end of the prose reading lists stated,

"These lists will be repeated periodically."53 The other

added sentence was under the section on preparation for the

prose reading contest. It stated, "Cuttings from novels

written by any short story author listed in any category or

its alternate in this section are acceptable."5 4

The current 1974 rules contain some major changes. The

division of boys and girls into separate contests in both

the literary and academic contests was discontinued. Instead,

a school can be represented in each contest by three contes-

tants. The categories also underwent a vast change. Now

there are four alternate categories for each of the three

main ones, making a total of fifty poets to choose from in

each category.

A new category called Modern American Poets V was added

to the 1974-1975 list of selections in poetry. Also, while
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three of the alternate categories--Modern Australian/Canadian

Poets, Modern Commonwealth Poets, Modern British Poets--

remained the same as the 1973 offerings, a fourth alternate

category was offered for the first time--Modern British Poets

II.55

The prose contest for 1974-1975 has three main categories

seen for the first time--Modern American Short Stories III,

Modern American Short Stories IV, and Modern International

Short Stories. The three main categories from last year's

prose selections--Modern American Short Stories II, Modern

Commonwealth Short Stories I, and Modern Latin American Short

Stories I--were reduced to alternate categories. Also, listed

as alternate categories, as they were in the 1973-1974 list

of prose selections, were Modern American Short Stories I,

Modern British Short Stories I, and European Short Stories

I.56

Dr. Rhea Williams, Director General of the UIL, was

interviewed concerning the aforementioned UIL prose reading

and poetry interpretation selections. His reactions to

various questions will perhaps elucidate the reasoning

behind the compilation of choices. The interview was tape

recorded and Dr. Williams' comments which follow were tran-

scribed from that tape.57

Dr. Williams gave three major criticisms of the lists.

The first one was the difficulty of finding the selections

of most of the authors and poets. Dr. Williams feels this

problem can be solved by expanding the lists and adding more
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poets and authors, since the small rural schools do not have

access to large libraries. In addition, Dr. Rex Wier was

asked to compile a bibliography of the selections. It is

now available and titled Bibliography and Guide to Poetry

Interpretation, Volume III. The other two volumes have

been revised and are now available through the League for

a small fee.

Concerning the second criticism, Dr. Williams stated,

"they [the authors and poets] are too far out, not practical,

with kind of 'up-in-the-clouds' type of philosophies and lan-

guage." In answer to this criticism, Dr. Williams stated

that, "we have kept as an alternate category, what you might

call standard American poets and prose. The reason being,

primarily, because it meets the needs of some of the people

in the community that [sic] don't like the new material."

Finally, the third criticism of both the prose and poetry

lists was "many of them [the authors and poets] are porno-

graphical [sic] . . . they have words and phrases that don't

fit many of our people's morals and mores." Dr. Williams'

response was "they [the people of the community] don't like

the pornography, the insinuations, and so forth, and still

believe in patriotism. The big cities are more in line with

these new authors."

Thus, Dr. Williams feels it is up to the teacher to screen

the material and decide what is appropriate for the students

in a given community. Consequently, Dr. Williams reports that

"the alternate categories were introduced to give more
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opportunities to people to have selectivity and not force

them [the sponsors] to take some of the new material they may

not be familiar with and not want to get involved with."

However, in response to the question of a student's having

a better chance of winning if he picked selections from the

main lists rather than from the alternate lists, Dr. Williams

stated, "The opinion I hear from sponsors is that you probably

have a better chance to win with the newer lists rather than

the old standard list because so many of our judges are so

modernly [sic] inclined and tend to interpret things on the

present generation basis rather than what was done ten, fif-

teen or twenty years ago."

In addition to Dr. Williams, Dr. Rex Wier, Director of

Forensics at the University of Texas at Austin, was inter-

viewed concerning the list of selections in the prose and

poetry contests. That interview was also tape recorded.5 8

Dr. Wier stated that "an attempt was made originally to ro-

tate a list of poets each year so that there would be four

or five major lists in which a student would have a different

list to work from each year."

The lists were compiled with the idea in mind that they

would meet the needs of all contestants. For example, Dr.

Wier said, "the list of Spanish poets was an attempt to pro-

vide the one out of every four students we have who are of

Latin American background a little more identification and

give them a better understanding of their own cultural heri-

tage."
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Dr. Wier was also questioned about the suitability of

some of the authors and poets. In 1968 this paragraph was

added preceeding the listing of the categories in the rule

book: "Selections used in contests must not offend the moral

standards of the community nor be in bad taste. Sponsors will

revise or reject all which in any way fail to meet these quali-

fications."

In 1968 Lawrence Ferlinghetti was added to the list of

modern American poets, which resulted in a controversy. Dr.

Wier gave this account, ". . . a group in Lubbock objected

to Lawrence Ferlinghetti and thought he was obscene." According

to Dr. Williams, who elaborated more on the incident, a teacher

in Lubbock gave a book of Ferlinghetti's works to a student to

take home and choose a selection. The parents read the book

and immediately objected to it. Using this situation as an ex-

ample, Dr. Williams believes, "The teacher is the key. It is

up to the teacher to decide what is good and bad as far ascer-

tain materials [prose and poetry] for a student to read."

Dr. Williams stated, in conclusion, the goal of the prose

and poetry contests: "We are interested in the educational

value for the student. The primary purpose is the child should

learn the presentation, how to evaluate and interpret the liter-

ature. Then, if the child wins or loses, he has learned even

from researching the author. The object should not be in

winning, but in learning."
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Summary

The oral interpretation contests of the University Inter-

scholastic League have undergone vast alterations. They began

in 1911 as a contest in declamation which was a memorized reci-

tation of prose, limited to subjects on Americanism and good

citizenship and restricted to male students only. Today, the

University Interscholastic League contests include both modern

and classic poets and prose from the United States, Canada,

Australia, Europe, and Latin America and allows male and female

students to compete together.

Oral interpretation has provided a doorway to the appre-

ciation of literature by students of high school age. These

contests offer students opportunities to explore the world of

literature not only in the classroom but through the medium

of competition.
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CHAPTER III

RESULTS OF THE SURVEY

The questionnaire for this study was sent to the 1972-1973

first, second, and third place regional winners' schools in

both the boys and girls prose reading and poetry interpretation

contests of the University Interscholastic League of Texas.

A total of two hundred and forty questionnaires were sent

to schools from all of the five conferences B, A, AA, AAA, and

AAAA throughout the state of Texas. One hundred and fifty

questionnaires or 62.5 percent were returned. The number of

schools that returned the questionnaire in each conference

are as follows: Conference B--30 respondents, Conference A--

32 respondents, Conference AA--31 respondents, Conference AAA--

28 respondents, and Conference AAAA--29 respondents.

The purpose of this chapter is to record the results in

tabular form of the educational background of each UIL speech

director, and their attitudes regarding the administration of

the rules and the lists of poets and authors of the UIL prose

reading and poetry interpretation contests.

The results are classified in two sections, the number of

respondents and the number in percentages.

The beginning page of the questionnaire consists of two

questions under the heading of "General Questions." The an-

swers will be in the number of respondents to each question

34
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and the percentage of respondents that figure represents. The

single negative response from each question was not from the

same respondent.

TABLE I

GENERAL QUESTIONS

Number of Number in

Question Respondents Percentage
(YES) (NO) (YES) (NO)

1. Do your students partici- 149 1 99.3 .6
pate in the poetry events
in the UIL sponsored com-
petition?

2. Do your students partici- 149 1 99.3 .6
pate in the prose events
in the UIL sponsored com-
petition?

TABLE II

REASONS FOR NON-PARTICIPATION
IN THE EVENTS

Number o f Number in
Reason Respondents Percent

Poetry:
Lack of student interest 1 .6

Prose:
Lack of student interest 1.6

The questions in Part I deal with "Personal Data." Ele-

ven questions were asked. The number and percentage of

respondents are as follows:
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TABLE III

PERSONAL DATA

Question & Number of Number in

Res..ponae Re spnents F-Pe-rcentag

1. What degree (s) do
B.*S.
N. A.
B.*A.
M.Ed.
B * F * A
M.F.A.
D.iS.

you hold?

2. In what academic discipline
did you MAJOR in college?

English
Speech
Speech & Drama
Drama
History
Education
Social Studies
Business
Physical Education
Spanish
Journalism
Math
Agriculture
Library Science
Elementary Education
Home Economics
Radio/Television
Government
Music (Band)
Counselor

3. In what academic discipline
did you MINOR in college?

English
Speech
History
Education
Drama
Speech & Drama
Social Studies
French
Art
Phys ical Education
Economics

75
39
20
11
2
2
1

57
37
21
12
10

7
5
5
4
3
3
2
2

57
32
14
11

6
4
4
3
2
2
2

50.0
26.0
13.3
7.3
1.3
1.3
.6

38.0
24.6
14.0
8.0
6.6
4.6
3.3
3.3
2.6
2.0
2.0
1.3
1.3
.6
.6
.6
.6
.6
.6
.6

38.0
21.3
9.3
7.3
4.0
2.6
2.6
2.0
1.3
1.3
1.3
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TABLE III -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

3. Continued
Business 1 .6
Journalism 1 .6
Music 1 .6
Science 1 .6
Math 1 .6
Sociology 1 .6
Political Science 1 .6
Biology 1 .6
Government 1 .6
Spanish 1 .6

4. In what academic discipline(s)
do you hold Texas Teacher Cer-
tification?

English 113 75.3
Speech 105 70.0
Drama 51 34.0
History 22 14.6
Social Studies 11 7.3
Journalism 7 4.6
Physical Education 6 4.0
Spanish 5 3.3
Business 4 2.6
Physical Science 3 2.0
French 3 2.0
Math 3 2.0
Government 3 2.0
Elementary Education 3 2.0
Biology 2 1.3
Counseling 2 1.3
Education 2 1.3
Social Science 2 1.3
Art 2 1.3
Agricultural Education 2 1.3
Administration 2 1.3
Library Science 1.6
Home Economics 1 .6
Music (Band) 1 .6
Commerce 1 .6
Distributive Education 1 .6

5. How many college courses in
SPEECH did you take?

One Course 16 10.6
Two Courses 5 3.3
Three Courses 2 1.3
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TABLE III a- Continued

UEstion& Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

5. Continued
Four Courses
Five Courses
Six Courses
Seven Courses
Eight Courses
Nine Courses
Ten Courses
Eleven Courses
Twelve Courses
Thirteen Courses
Fourteen Courses
Fifteen Courses
Nineteen Courses
Twenty Courses
Twenty-One Courses
Thirty-Two Courses
Thirty-Six Courses

6. How many college courses in
DRAMA did you take?

One Course
Two Courses
Three Courses
Four Courses
Five Courses
Six Courses
Seven Courses
Eight Courses
Nine Courses
Ten Courses
Eleven Courses
Twelve Courses
Thirteen Courses
Fourteen Courses
Fifteen Courses
Sixteen Courses
Nineteen Courses
Twenty Courses
Twenty-One Courses
Twenty-Three Courses
Thirty Courses
Thirty-Eight Courses

7. How many college courses in
LITERATURE did you take?

One Course
Two Courses

8
5
5
2

27
12
17
3

15
5
2
2

1
2
1
1
1

18
21

7
6
5
5
3
8
3
4
2
7
4
2
1
1
2

1

2
7

5.3
3.3
3.3
1.3

18.0
8.0

11.3
2.0

10.0
3.3
.6

1.3
.6

1.3
.6
.6
.6

12.0
14.0
4.6
4.0
3.3
3.3
2.0
5.3
2.0
2.6
1.3
4.6
2.6
1.3
.6
.6

1.3
.6
.6
.6
.6
.6

1.3
4.6
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TABLE III - Continued

Question & Number of Number in

Response Resondents Percentage

7. Continued
Three Courses 14 9.3
Four Courses 14 9.3
Five Courses 8 5.3
Six Courses 24 16.0

Seven Courses 9 6.0
Eight Courses 19 12.6

Nine Courses 7 4.6
Ten Courses 15 10.0
Eleven Courses 8 5.3
Twelve Courses 9 6.0
Thirteen Courses 1 .6
Fourteen Courses 1 .6

Fifteen Courses 3 2.0
Sixteen Courses 1 .6
Eighteen Courses 3 2.0
Nineteen Courses 1.6
Twenty-Seven Courses 1 .6

8. As a teacher have you ever
attended a workshop in Oral
Interpretation?

Yes 57 38.0
No 93 62.0

9. If answer to 1181" is "yes",
where did you attend the
workshop?
University of Texas at Austin 16 28.0

University of Houston 6 10.5

West Texas State University 6 10.5

Southwest Texas State Universit 4 7.0
Texas Tech University 4 7.0
North Texas State University 3 5.2

Midwestern University 3 5.2

Texas A & I University 2 3.5

Lamar Tech University 2 3.5

Baylor University 2 3.5
San Angelo State University 2 3.5
T.S.C.A. 1 1.7

University of Arkansas 1 1.7
Henderson State College 1-1.7
Texas State Teachers Association 1 1.7

East Texas State University 1 1.7

Stephen F. Austin University 1 1.7
University of Denver 1 1.7

University of Arizona 1 1.7
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TABLE III -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response jResondents Percentage

9. Continued
Kilgore College
Trinity University
Columbus High School
Hardin Simmons University
Texas Christian University
Hillsboro School District

9. Continued. If answer to "8"
is "yes", when did you attend
workshop?*

1974
1973
1972
1971
1970
1969
1968
1967
1966
1965
1964
1957
1938

10. As a HIGH SCHOOL STUDENT did
you actively participate in
Oral Interpretation contests
and tournaments?

Yes
No

11. As a COLLEGE STUDENT did you
actively participate in Oral
Interpretation contests or
tournaments?

Yes
No

*In answering this question
ber thus leaving it blank. Some
Some responded with "Every Year"
not be computed.

31

1
1
1

3
15
15
16
11
5
5
3
3
2

65
85

41
109

- ---------I -

1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7

2.0
10.0
10.0
10.6
7.3
3.3
3.3
2.0
2.0
1.3
.6
.6
.6

43.3
56.6

27.3
72.6

some teachers did not remem-
attended workshops many times.
rather than a date which could

Part II of the questionnaire concerns the respondent's

opinion of the administration of and participation of the
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UIL POETRY AND PROSE COMPETITION. There are nine questions

in this part. Table IV consists of questions 1, 4 and 7

which were answered either "yes" or "no." Questions 2, 3, 5,

6, 8 and 9 in Table V support statistically the responses in

Table IV.

TABLE IV

ADMINISTRATION OF AND PARTICIPATION
IN UIL POETRY AND PROSE

COMPETITION

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

(YES) (NO) (YES) (NO)

1. Have you ever sent students 150 0 100.0 0.0
to the DISTRICT UIL meet in
poetry or prose reading events?

2. Have you ever sent students to 137 13 91.3 8.6
the REGIONAL UIL meet in poetry
or prose reading events?

3. Have you ever sent students to 78 72 52.0 48.0
the STATE UIL meet in poetry or
prose reading events?

TABLE V

ADMINISTRATION OF AND PARTICIPATION
IN UIL POETRY AND PROSE

COMPETITION

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

2. If "yes' how many times have
they participated in poetry?

One Time
Two Times
Three Times
Four Times
Five Times

10
22
18
17
22

6.6
14.6
12.0
11.3
14.6
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TABLE V -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Resondents Percentage

2. Continued
Six Times 7 4.6
Seven Times 3 2.0
Eight Times 7 4.6
Nine Times 4 2.6
Ten Times 15 10.0
Twelve Times 5 3.3
Thirteen Times 2 1.3
Fourteen Times 3 2.0
Fifteen Times 2 1.3
Sixteen Times 1 .6
Seventeen Times 1 .6
Nineteen Times 1 .6
Twenty Times 1 .6
Twenty-Two Times 1 .6
Twenty-Five Times 1 .6
Twenty-Six Times 1 .6
Thirty Times 1 .6
Thirty-Two Times 1 .6

3. How many times have they par-
ticipated in prose reading?

One Time 10 6.6
Two Times 20 13.3
Three Times 16 10.6
Four Times 19 12.6
Five Times 23 15.3
Six Times 8 5.3
Seven Times 3 2.0
Eight Times 7 4.6
Nine Times 4 2.6
Ten Times 14 9.3
Twelve Times 5 3.3
Thirteen Times 2 1.3
Fourteen Times 3 2.0
Fifteen Times 3 2.0
Sixteen Times 1 .6
Seventeen Times 1 .6
Nineteen Times 11.6
Twenty Times 1:.6
Twenty-Two Times 1 .6
Twenty-Five Times 1 .6
Twenty-Six Times 1 .6
Thirty Times 1 .6
Thirty-Two Times 1 .6
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TABLE V -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

5. If "yes," how many times have
you had participants in poetry?

One Time
Two Times
Three Times
Four Times
Five Times
Six Times
Seven Times
Eight Times
Nine Times
Ten Times
Eleven Times
Twelve Times
Fifteen Times
Twenty Times
Twenty-Five Times

6. How many times have you had par-
ticipants in prose reading?

One Time
Two Times
Three Times
Four Times
Five Times
Six Times
Seven Times
Eight Times
Ten Times
Eleven Times
Twelve Times
Twenty Times
Twenty-Five Times

8. If "yes," how many times have
you had participants in poetry?

One Time
Two Times
Three Times
Four Times
Five Times
Six Times

9. How many times have you had par-
ticipants in prose reading?

One Time
Two Times

25
28
16
11
15
5
3
4
2
6

1
2

1

17
25
25
17
13
2
3
4
6
1
3
1

32
8
8
1
2
2

32
8

16.6
18.6
10.6
7.3

10.0
3.3
2.0
2.6
1.3
4.0
.6

1.3
.6
.6
.6

11.3
16.6
16.6
11.3

8.6
1.3
2.0
2.6
4.0
.6

2.0
.6
.6

21.3
5.3
5.3
.6

1.3
1.3

21.3
5.3
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TABLE V -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

9. Continued
Three Times 6 4.0
Four Times 3 2.0
Five Times 1 .6
Six Times 1 .6
Eight Times 1 .6

The second section is composed of seven questions. The

respondents were asked to rate their attitudes regarding the

following statements based on their past experiences. The

respondents were asked to circle the appropriate number.

TABLE VI

RESPONDENT'S ATTITUDES TOWARD
COMMUNICATION WITHIN THE

UIL COMPETITION

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

1. The communications between you
and your DISTRICT UIL Director
regarding the prose and poetry
events:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 22 14.6
2 = Very Satisfactory 27 18.0
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 24 16.0
4 = Average 37 24.6
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 21 14.0
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 10 6.6
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 9 6.0

N/A = Not Applicable 5 3.3

2. The communication between you
and your REGIONAL UIL Director
regarding the prose and poetry
events:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 11 7.3
2 = Very Satisfactory 26 17.3
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TABLE VI - Continued

Question & Number of Number 1n
Response Respondents Percentage

2. Continued
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 21 14.0
4 = Average 35 23.3
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 12 8.0
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 11 7.3
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 15 10.0

N/A = Not Applicable 19 12.6

3. The communication between you
and your STATE UIL Director
regarding the prose and poetry
events:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 11 7.3
2 = Very Satisfactory 19 12.6
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 16 10.6
4 = Average 30 20.0
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 17 11.3
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 6 4.0
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 8 5.3

N/A = Not Applicable 43 28.6

4. The communication between you
and your own PRINCIPAL or other
school official regarding entry
and participation in the DISTRIC
meet:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 73 48.6
2 = Very Satisfactory 33 22.0
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 13 8.6
4 = Average 18 12.0
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 5 3.3
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 6 4.0
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 1 .6

N/A = Not Applicable 1 .6

5. The communication between you
and your own PRINCIPAL or other
school official regarding entry
and participation in the REGIONAL
meet:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 71 47.3
2 = Very Satisfactory 34 22.6
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 12 8.0
4 = Average 13 8.6
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 4 2.6
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 7 4.6
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 0 0.0

N/A = Not Applicable 9 6.0
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TABLE VI - Continued

QuestiionW Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

6. The communication between you
and your own PRINCIPAL or other
school official regarding entry
and participation in the STATE
meet:
1 = Extremely Satisfactory 55 36.6
2 = Very Satisfactory 26 17.3
3 = Moderately Satisfactory 13 8.6
4 = Average 13 8.6
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory 3 2.0
6 = Very Unsatisfactory 2 1.3
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory 1 .6

N/A = Not Applicable 37 24.6

TABLE VII

STUDENT INTEREST LEVEL TOWARD
PARTICIPATION IN THE UIL

COMPETITION

In Prose Reading In Poetry Reading
# of Re- # in Per- # of Re- # in Per-

nts centage Interest Level spondents centage

43 28.6 Extremely High 40 26.6
23 15.3 Very High 23 15.3
48 32.0 Moderately High 53 35.3
15 10.0 Neutral 15 10.0
17 11.3 Moderately Low 14 9.3
4 2.6 Very Low 4 2.6
0 0.0 Extremely Low 1 .6
0 0.0 N/A 0 0.0

Part III deals with the respondents' attitude regarding

the following statements concerning the UIL POETRY COMPETITION.

The respondent was asked to circle the appropriate number using

the rating scale. This section consisted of eight questions.
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TABLE VIII

UIL POETRY COMPETITION

Question & Number of Number in

Response Respondents Percentage

1. The lists of poets as pro-
vided by the UIL are appro-
priately chosen:

1 = Strongly Agree 6 4.0
2 = Agree 18 12.0
3 = Moderately Agree 43 28.6
4 = Neutral 11 7.3
5 = Moderately Disagree 23 15.3
6 = Disagree 24 16.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 25 16.6

2. The three categories of poets
(A, B and C) are acceptable:
1 = Strongly Agree 12 8.0
2 = Agree 40 26.6
3 = Moderately Agree 30 20.0
4 = Neutral 14 9.3
5 = Moderately Disagree 21 14.0
6 = Disagree 19 12.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 14 9.3

3. The Alternate Categories of
poets are necessary and helpful:

1 = Strongly Agree 83 55.3
2 = Agree 33 22.0
3 = Moderately Agree 18 12.0
4 = Neutral 6 4.0
5 = Moderately Disagree 1 .6
6 = Disagree 4 2.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 5 3.3

4. The Second Alternate Categories
of poets are necessary and help-
ful:

1 = Strongly Agree 71 47.3
2 = Agree 40 26.6
3 = Moderately Agree 18 12.0
4 = Neutral 4 2.6
5 = Moderately Disagree 4 2.6
6 = Disagree 5 3.3
7 = Strongly Disagree 8 5.3

5. A single category for Poetry
would be sufficient:

1 = Strongly Agree 10 6.6
2 = Agree 9 6.0
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TABLE VIII -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in

Response Respondents Percentage

5. Continued
3 = Moderately Agree
4 = Neutral
5 = Moderately Disagree
6 = Disagree
7 = Strongly Disagree

6. It is difficult to locate the
selections of many of the poets
on the lists:

1 = Strongly Agree
2 = Agree
3 = Moderately Agree
A Kf.aaJ-a*s

4=Neutral
5 = Moderately Disagree
6 = Disagree
7 = Strongly Disagree

7. The three categories (A, B and
C) for poetry should be retained,
but the list of specific poets in
each category should be abandoned

1 = Strongly Agree
2 = Agree
3 = Moderately Agree
4 = Neutral
5 = Moderately Disagree
6 = Disagree
7 = Strongly Disagree

8. The three categories (A, B and
C) for poetry as well as the
lists of specific poets should
be abandoned leaving the event
of "POETRY" totally open for
us of any selection and poet:

1 = Strongly Agree
2 = Agree
3 = Moderately Agree
4 = Neutral
5 = Moderately Disagree
6 = Disagree
7 = Strongly Disagree

5
12
I1
29
74

79
32
20
3
5
4
7

35
28
15
26
11
18
17

20
8

12
17

9
37
47

3.3
8.0
7.3

19.3
49.3

52.6
23.3
13.3
2.0
3.3
2.6
4.6

23.3
18.6
10.0
17.3
7.3

12.0
11.3

13.3
5.3
8.0

11.3
6.0

24.6
31.3

M-
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There were eight questions asked in Part IV. These dealt

with the respondents' attitudes regarding the following state-

ments which concerned the UIL PROSE READING EVENT. The respon-

dent was asked to circle the appropriate number using the same

rating scale as in Part III.

TABLE IX

UIL PROSE READING EVENT

Question & Nme of Number in

Response Respondents Percentage

1. The list of authors in the
PROSE READING event is appro-
priately chosen:

1 = Strongly Agree 7 4.6

2 = Agree 34 22.6

3 = Moderately Agree 37 24.6
4 = Neutral 17 11.3

5 = Moderately Disagree 22 14.6
6 = Disagree 17 11.3

7 = Strongly Disagree 16 10.6

2. The three categories of authors
for the PROSE READING event are
acceptable:

1 = Strongly Agree II 7.3
2 = Agree 60 40.0

3 = Moderately Agree 35 23.3
4 = Neutral 16 10.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 8 5.3

6 = Disagree 9 6.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 11 7.3

3. The alternate categories of
authors for the PROSE READING
event are necessary and helpful:

1 = Strongly Agree 57 38.0
2 = Agree 57 38.0

3 = Moderately Agree 19 12.6

4 = Neutral 7 4.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 3 2.0
6 = Disagree 5 3.3

7 = Strongly Disagree 2 1.3
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TABLE IX -- Continued

Question &Number of NUMer in

Response Respondents Percentage

4. *

5. A single category for the PROSE
READING event would be suffi-
cient:

1 = Strongly Agree 11 7.3
2 = Agree 5 3.3
3 = Moderately Agree 5 3.3
4 = Neutral 22 14.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 12 8.0
6 = Disagree 33 22.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 62 41.3

6. It is difficult to locate the
selections of many of the au-
thors on the lists:

1 = Strongly Agree 46 30.6
2 = Agree 26 17.3
3 = Moderately Agree 34 22.6
4 = Neutral 13 8.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 10 6.6
6 = Disagree 10 8.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 8 5.3

7. The three categories (A, B and
C) for the PROSE READING con-
test should be retained, but the
list of specific authors in each
category should be abandoned:

1 = Strongly Agree 24 16.0
2 = Agree 25 16.6

3 = Moderately Agree 15 10.0
4 = Neutral 33 22.0

5 = Moderately Disagree 16 10.6
6 = Disagree 20 13.3
7 = Strongly Disagree 17 11.3

8. The three categories (A, B and
C) for the PROSE READING con-
test (as well as the list of
specific authors) should be aban-
doned leaving the event of PROSE
READING totally open for the use
of any selection and author:

1 = Strongly Agree 18 12.0
2 = Agree 10 6.6
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TABLE IX -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in

Response Respondents Perce

8. Continued
3 = Moderately Agree 8 5.3
4 = Neutral 22 14.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 13 8.6
6 = Disagree 30 20.0

7 = Strongly Disagree 49 32.6

*Due~to the nature of the wording of this question, re-

sponses were deleted from the computation of data.

In Part V, the respondentsused the same rating scale as

in Part III and Part IV, in rating attitudes toward the UIL

POETRY INTERPRETATION AND PROSE READING CONTESTS. This final

section of the questionnaire consisted of eleven questions.

TABLE X

RULES GOVERNING THE UIL POETRY AND
PROSE READING CONTESTS

Question & Number of NuMer in
Response Respondents Perce

1. The current policy of drawing
for the category prior to the
competition is satisfactory:

1 = Strongly Agree 34 22.6
2 = Agree 73 48.6
3 = Moderately Agree 13 8.6
4 = Neutral 13 8.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 6 4.0
6 = Disagree 7 4.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 4 2.6

2. Each contestant should be al-
lowed to draw his own category
prior to the competition:

1 = Strongly Agree 16 10.6
2 = Agree 21 14.0

3 = Moderately Agree 4 2.6
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TABLE X -- Continued

Question &Number of Number in
ResponseRespondents Percentage

2. Continued
4 = Neutral 26 17.3

5 = Moderately Disagree 10 6.6
6 = Disagree 28 18.6

7 = Strongly Disagree 45 30.0

3. A contestant should not hear
the other contestants who pre-
cede him in the contest:

1 = Strongly Agree 46 30.6
2 = Agree 28 18.6

3 = Moderately Agree 4 2.6
4 = Neutral 16 10.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 5 3.3
6 = Disagree 18 12.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 33 22.0

4. All contestants in a given con-
test should be allowed to hear
all other contestants in that
section of the contest:

1 = Strongly Agree 41 27.3
2 = Agree 20 13.3
3 = Moderately Agree 5 3.3
4 = Neutral 20 13.3

5 = Moderately Disagree 5 3.3
6 = Disagree 24 16.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 35 23.3

5. There should be a specific time
time for each reading:

1 = Strongly Agree 78 52.0
2 = Agree 47 31.3
3 = Moderately Agree 11 7.3
4 = Neutral 4 2.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 2 1.3
6 = Disagree 5 3.3
7 = Strongly Disagree 3 2.0

6. A time limit for each event
should be rigidly enforced:

1 = Strongly Agree 69 46.0
2 = Agree 47 31.3
3 = Moderately Agree 11 7.3
4 = Neutral 8 5.3
5 = Moderately Disagree 4 2.6

6 = Disagree 9 6.0
7 = Strongly Disagree 2 1.3
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TABLE X -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

7. There should always be an odd
number of judges in each con-
test:

1 = Strongly Agree 87 58.0
2 = Agree 40 26.6

3 = Moderately Agree 7 4.6
4 = Neutral 9 6.0
5 = Moderately Disagree 3 2.0
6 = Disagree 4 2.6

7 = Strongly Disagree 0 0.0

8. There should always be more
than one judge in any prose
or poetry contest:

1 = Strongly Agree 85 56.6
2 = Agree 21 14.0

3 = Moderately Agree 11 7.3
4 = Neutral 13 8.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 4 2.6
6 = Disagree 10 6.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 6 4.0

9. All persons who are not con-
testants, judges, timekeepers
or in some way directly involved
in the contest should be ex-
cluded from the room in which
the competition takes place:

I = Strongly Agree 25 16.6
2 = Agree 15 10.0
3 = Moderately Agree 8 5.3
4 = Neutral 7 4.6

5 = Moderately Disagree 9 6.0
6 = Disagree 26 17.3
7 = Strongly Disagree 60 40.0

10. The separate divisions for
Boys and Girls should be aban-
doned thus alllowing boys and
girls to compete against each
other in a single contest in
PROSE READING and POETRY:

1 = Strongly Agree 10 6.6
2 = Agree 10 6.6
3 = Moderately Agree 6 4.0
4 = Neutral 12 8.0
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TABLE X -- Continued

Question & Number of Number in
Response Respondents Percentage

10. Continued
5 = Moderately Disagree 4 2.6
6 = Disagree 19 12.6
7 = Strongly Disagree 89 59.3

11. Speakers should draw for
speaker order just prior
to the beginning of the
competition:

1 = Strongly Agree 59 39.3
2 = Agree 52 34.6
3 = Moderately Agree 12 8.0
4 = Neutral 17 11.3

5 = Moderately Disagree 3 2.0
6= Disagree 5 3.3
7 = Strongly Disagree 2 1.3



CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The University Interscholastic League, first organized

in 1912, has undergone vast alterations. Among the changes

are the inclusion of prose reading and poetry interpretation

as contests in oral interpretation. Progressing from its ori-

gin as a memorized recitation of prose on the subjects of

Americanism or citizenship performed by male students only,

today the contests are open to boys and girls reading from

modern and classical poets and prose writers from the United

States, Canada, Australia, Europe, and Latin America.

In order to appraise critically the functioning of the

oral interpretation contest, two hundred and forty question-

naires were mailed to speech teachers, the majority of whom

were regional winners, throughout Texas in all five confer-

ences--B, A, AA, AAA, and AAAA. Of the two hundred and forty

questionnaires sent, one hundred and fifty were returned, repre-

senting a 62.5 percent return. These questionnaires have proved

valuable in both their praise and adverse criticism of the

functioning of the oral interpretation contests. A study of

the results of the questionnaire sheds light on the strengths

and weaknesses of the University Interscholastic League's admin-

istration of the prose and poetry events. A reader can obtain

an ever-widening perspective and insight of the attitudes of

55
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the teachers toward the UIL by examining the results of the

survey.

Hoping not to versimplify a matter which is complex and

diverse, overall conclusions were divided into three parts:

general conclusions, conclusions that show a need for investi-

gation, and conclusions that show a need for a change.

These conclusions are based upon percentages which re-

sulted from combining total responses on the 7-point rating

scale which was used. Numbers 1, 2 and 3 on the rating scale

indicate a favorable response and the results of these three

ratings were added for a total percentage of favorable re-

sponses. In a like manner, number 5, 6 and 7 indicate unfavor-

able responses and these three ratings were added for a total

percentage of unfavorable responses. Number 4 indicates an

average or neutral response. Responses of "not applicable"

were not computed in the final results.

The general conclusions deal with teacher and student

interest, teacher qualifications, and areas in which teachers

agree. These conclusions are listed and explained in the fol-

lowing paragraphs.

Firstly, teacher interest is high in oral interpretation

contests. This interest is evident in the fact that 43.3

percent of these teachers were themselves participants at the

high school level in the UIL and other oral interpretation

contests. While at the college level, 27.3 percent were active

in oral interpretation competition.
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Once interest is stimulated, the teacher tends to parti-

cipate frequently and regularly. Of the respondents surveyed,

59.1 percent of them had students who participated one to five

times in district poetry events; 10 percent participated ten

times; and 13.3 percent participated twelve to thirty-two times.

In district prose reading, 58.4 percent had students who had

taken part one to five times; the remaining 41.6 percent par-

ticipated from six to thirty-two times.

At the regional poetry interpretation contests, 63.1 percent

of the respondents participated one to five times; 16.9 percent,

six times or more; and 7.7 percent, ten times or more. At the

regional prose reading contest, 64.4 percent participated one

to five times; 13.7 percent, six times or more; and 7.8 percent,

ten times ore more.

In the state events, 31.9 percent of the poetry readers

took part one to three times, with 3.2 percent participating

four times or more. Also in the state events, 30.6 percent

of the prose readers took part one to three times, with 3.8

percent taking part four times or more. From this data it

can be deduced that the teachers have students participating

in the district and regional contests an average of from one

to five times and from one to three times at the state level.

Secondly, student interest is high in both the prose and

poetry events. Almost 76 percent of the respondents stated

that the interest shown by their students was high in prose

reading and 77.2 percent verified a high interest in poetry

interpretation.
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Thirdly, teachers are generally well-qualified to instruct

students in oral interpretation. 35 percent of the respondents

hold higher than a bachelor's degree; and 84.6 percent majored

in English, speech, drama, or speech and drama. Almost 66

percent minored in one of these four areas, and the respondents

by a large majority hold Texas teacher certification: 75.3

percent in English, 70 percent in speech, and 34 percent in

drama. Of the teachers surveyed, 68 percent took eight or

more courses in speech, while 25.2 percent took eight or more

courses in drama. The majority of respondents had taken only

two courses in drama. In literature, 45.5 percent had taken

eight courses or more, but 70 percent had completed six courses.

It seems, then, that academic preparation of the respondents

is quite adequate in the majority of cases.

It would be inaccurate to conclude that one's academic

major alone qualifies a teacher to instruct students in inter-

pretation activities. It may be concluded, however, that a

combination of an appropriate academic major, proper certifica-

tion, attendance at workshops, and previous participation in

UIL activities all combine to enhance the qualification of a

teacher. It would appear that, in most cases, the teacher ex-

hibit a fairly high degree of competence when evaluated by

these areas of qualification.

Fourthly, a majority of the respondents have had direct

experience with state contests and know, on a first-hand basis,

the problems and difficulties that can be encountered there.

A majority of the respondents had first, second, or third place
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winners in the 1972-1973 regional contests. 52 percent par-

ticipated in the state meet in either prose, poetry, or both.

Fifthly, communication has always been an all important

factor in aiding the success of the teacher's participation

in the prose and poetry events. The teachers expressed satis-

faction with the cooperation they received from their own

principals or other school officials. Regarding the district

meets, 79.2 percent were satisfied, 12 percent felt communi-

cation was about average, and only 7.9 percent were dissatis-

fied. For the regional meets, 77.9 percent were satisfied to

some degree, 8.6 percent felt it was average, and 7.2 percent

were less than satisfied. In regard to the state meets, 36.6

percent were well satisfied with the principal's cooperation,

8.6 percent felt it was average, and only 3.9 percent regarded

it as less than satisfactory. It appears that teachers

overwhelmingly have good communication with their own school

administration regarding entry and participation in the UIL

prose and poetry events.

Sixthly, the inclusion of alternate categories in poetry

was designed to expose the student to a more varied group of

poets, thus stimulating the reader's appreciation for worthwhile

modern literature. Over 85 percent of the respondents felt that

the alternate and second alternate categories for poetry are

helpful and necessary.

Since an overwhelming majority of the respondents approved

of the alternate and second alternate categories, they should

continue to be available to the contestant.
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Seventhly, the alternate categories for the prose authors

proved to be necessary and helpful to the respondents. Over

85 percent of the teachers agreed with the inclusion of an

alternate category.

Eighthly, teachers want a variety of poets and authors

from which to choose. When asked if there should be a single

category in prose or poetry, the teachers opposed such a rule

by over 71 percent.

Ninethly, a majority of the teachers agreed with three

of the current UIL rules, the first being the drawing of the

category for reading before the contest so all the contestants

read from the same category. The second area of agreement was

that there should be a specific time limit in both events and

it should be stricly enforced.

Tenthly, leaving the prose and poetry events open for the

use of any poet or author was another suggested change in the

rules. Only 24 percent of the respondents agreed to the change

in the prose event, and only 26.6 percent agreed to the change

in the poetry event.

The second group of conclusions reached in this study in-

dicates that there are certain areas in the UIL administration

and rules which may need further investigation. The conclusions

are based on percentages that involve as many as one-third of

the respondents. These percentages show that a significant num-

ber of respondents disagreed with the present rules or agreed

with the suggested rule change, thus indicating enough dissatis-

faction to warrant consideration by UIL administrators.
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The conclusions that show a need for investigation are

enumerated in the following paragraphs.

Firstly, the higher the level of administration, the less

satisfaction with communication channels is shown. Satisfaction

in communication with the UIL district director was 48.6 percent,

while with the regional director it was 38.6 percent and with

the state director only 30.5 percent. It seems that the more

isolated the administrator is from the teacher, the less satis-

factory the communication process.

Secondly, oral interpretation workshops are designed to aid

the teacher in preparing for contests by studying the works of

the poets and authors on the UIL lists. More teachers should,

perhaps, be encouraged to participate. Only 38 percent of the

respondents received practical training by means of an oral

interpretation workshop, with 28 percent attending the workshop

at the University of Texas at Austin.

In order to stimulate more participation in the oral inter-

pretation workshops, it is recommended that school administrators

offer the teacher a monetary compensation for attending a work-

shop. Also, the League might offer regional workshops so that

all schools in a given region could meet for a few days every

semester or every year. If the League could bring the workshop

to these regional areas, more teachers might attend because of

the proximity to their homes.

Thirdly, many teachers feel the League should investigate

the suitability of some of the authors and poets appearing on

the UIL lists. Regarding the list of poets chosen for contest
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use, 47.3 percent of the respondents felt the poets on the

UIL lists were not appropriately chosen, and 36.5 percent

felt that the list of prose writers was not appropriately

chosen.

Fourthly, the three categories of poets were acceptable

to a majority of respondents; however, a large number do not

agree, since 35.9 percent indicated that the three categories

of poets were unacceptable.

Fifthly, a suggested change in the rules dealt with aban-

doning the specific lists of poets and authors, but retaining

the three categories A, B, and C. For this change in the poetry

lists, 30.6 percent were in favor. Concerning the lists of

authors, 35.2 percent were in favor of the change.

Sixthly, the current rules suggest that each contestant

not hear the readers who precede him, but that he may hear

those who follow him. When asked if a contestant should be

prohibited from hearing contestants who precede him, 37.3

percent of the respondents disagreed.

Another statement in the questionnaire dealing with the

same subject stated that all contestants should be allowed

to hear all contestants in his contest. The percentage re-

sponse to this statement was almost 44 percent in favor of

this suggested rule change.

It is recommended by this writer that since all of the

events in the UIL contests are learning experiences, as well

as competitive experiences, a student can benefit from hearing

all his competitors read. This experience will not only help
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him know his competition but, hearing new material and seeing

the various styles of presentation, might also aid him with

his future readings.

This chapter, thus far, has developed two types of con-

clusions which can be derived from the questionnaire responses,

the first being general conclusions and the second being con-

clusions that show a need for investigation. The third and

final group of conclusions indicate a definite need for change.

Changes are suggested because 70 to 100 percent of the respon-

dents voiced dissatisfaction. Negative responses within this

percentage range were considered .significant enough to warrant

change by the League. Three statements from the questionnaire

fell into this percentage range. These conclusions are dis-

cussed in the following paragraphs.

Firstly, when the questionnaire was sent, the rule was

still in effect that provided separate divisions for boys and

girls in all UIL events. This rule was changed for the 1974-

1975 school year to allow a single interpretation contest in

which boys and girls were in competition with each other.

Almost 75 percent of the respondents were not in favor of this

change. They preferred the separate divisions.

It should be noted, of course, that the primary purpose

for the elimination of separate contests for boys and girls

was to comply with recent federal legislation prohibiting dis-

crimination on the basis of sex. Regardless of the initial

negative reaction of teachers, it became incumbent upon UIL

officials to eliminate separate contests.
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Since the elimination of separate contests for boys and

girls was implemented this year, it will be interesting to

note what reaction the League will receive following the com-

pletion of the spring meets. A questionnaire sent by the

League to all Texas high schools participating in the UIL

would seem to be in order and may reflect a less negative

attitude than was indicated prior to the implementation of

the new rule. In either case, it would seem appropriate for

the League to generate as much feedback as possible regarding

this new procedure.

Secondly, the difficulty in locating selections of many

of the poets and authors on the UIL lists was another areas

where the responses indicate a need for change. Of those re-

sponding, 89.2 percent felt the poets on the poetry lists were

difficult to locate; almost 71 percent agreed that the authors

on the prose lists were also difficult to locate.

This has been an area of controversy for a number of

years, especially with the smaller AA, A and B schools. Most

of these small schools indicate that they do not have access

to large libraries nor the funds to secure the works of cer-

tain authors and poets. Primary difficulty seems to arise in

locating the works of the foreign writers.

The large number of teachers who express dissatisfaction

with the poets and authors on the UIL lists, suggests that the

League might send a questionnaire to all Texas high school

speech teachers asking them to make suggestions as to the au-

thors and poets they would like to have on the lists.
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Another recommendation is that the League provide an oral

interpretation loan library similar to the drama loan library

currently in existence. Ideally, such a library would contain

the works of all the authors and poets on the UIL lists and

would be available to any interested teacher. Such a system

could significantly aid the teacher in locating the more ob-

scure writers.

Thirdly, an outstanding 77.9 percent of the teachers

expressed a preference for an odd number of panel judges

rather than one critic judge for a contest.

The primary purpose of this study has been to survey

the attitudes of high school teachers toward the oral inter-

pretation contests of the University Interscholastic League

in the state of Texas. The secondary purpose has been to

trace the development of those contests from their inception

to the present time. Conclusions and recommendations have

been made in the hopes of further improving the efficiency

of the League in the administration and function of the prose

reading and poetry interpretation contests.

Other studies in related fields, such as debate, infor-

mative and persuasive speaking, could be undertaken with the

same objective as this study. Further historical and atti-

tudinal survey studies of each of these and other areas could

be of great benefit to the interested student and teacher as

well as to the University Interscholastic League.

While the UIL currently enjoys widespread popularity

and generally functions well, it is hoped that studies such
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as this will aid in suggesting future directions for the League

and may contribute to the continued growth, development, and

success of the University Interscholastic League.



APPENDIX



E ACTON 1 PARTICIPATION IN THE EVENT:

e o ing pages are-l few questions whichwill take a minimum amount of
ime butwhich will provide Pnaluahie material to make .thorough analysis

be competition. Simply fill out the requested information an wturn in rh

eIm-addressed envelope provided,

S PERSONAL DATA

ht. dgree(s) d ou hold? _B. _A. ITHE4 ____R

wha academic discipline(diU you MAJOR in college?

Wnwa r academic discipline did vou MINOR in college?

n what academic disciplines) do you hold Texas Teacher Certification

aany college courses in SPEECH di( you take?

n college courses in DRAA did you take?

any wiege courses in LTERATURE did you take?

Preacher have you ever attended a workshop in Oral Interpretation?

Ye SNo

answe: ts "" Ls "yes", where did yo- attend the workshop?

When?

t 

a 

H.GL ICHOOL STUDENT did you actively participate in Oral Interpretation

nteStIand tournaments?

No

SJEGE STUDENT did you actively participate in Oral Interpretation

1teLst or tournaments?

-No
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NORTH TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY

67
NORTH TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY

DENTON, TEXAS 76203

Speech Department
North Texas State University
Denton, Texas 76203

Gentlemen:

I am writing you concerning some vital information which I need

as soon as possible in order to initiate research for my master's
thesis.

I need to have a list of each of the district representatives
who participated in the regional meet which wasAhheld on your

campus last April. If you could get a secretary to xerox a
copy of those participants and mail them to me at the address
below at your earliest convenience, I will be able to get my

thesis questionnaires in the mail.

The specific lists I need are as follows:

Prose - Boys
Prose - Girls
Poetry - Boys
Poetry - Girls

3A Poetry - Boys
3A Prose - Girls
3A Poetry - Girls
3A Prose - Boys

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Kay Hester
Temple High School
Temple, Texas 76501

4A
4A
4A
4A



S munication between vo and our REGIONAL UIL Director regarding the
and poetry events:

Com0 munication between you and your STATE UTL Director re arding the

dnd poetry events:

ce communication between you and your own PRINCIPAL or
tgarding enty and participation in the DISTRICT meet:

e rimunication between you ano your own PRINCIPAL or
>garng entry and participating in the RFGIONAL meet:

other school olf-IC

other school ofIf icia

6

e unication between you and your own PRINCIPAL r
addingg entry and participation in the 'TATE meet:

other sChool official

N/

would you rate the interest evel of vour students toward participating i

e - competition in the events indicated below:

N PROSE READING

Extremely High
Very High
Moderately High
Neutral
Moderately Low
Very Low
Extremely Low
Ni/A

IN POETRY READIG

Extremely High
Very High
Moderately High
Neutral
Moderately Low
Verx iot
Extremely Low
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APR 1 9 1974

Temple High School
500 North 31 Street
Temple, Texas 76501

Dear Colleague:

Please take a few minutes of your time to complete the attached survey
concerning the University Interscholastic League Poetry and Prose
Events. As the season for interscholastic competition begins, it is
appropriate to consider the merits and areas of change that might
make this competition more meaningful for both the schools and the
participants. As a high school drama director (Temple High School,
Temple), I realize that this matter directly pertains to us. I hope
you will help me in my thesis research by completing the attached
questionnaire and dropping it in the mail sometime before the next
two weeks. A self-addressed, stamped envelope is enclosed.

Although I ask you to sign your name, school, position, and district
number, this survey is being conducted in the strictest confidence.
Specific schools and individuals will not be identified in report g
the findings of this study. It is compiled only for the purpose of
a state-wide analysis. No information of any kind which may bear the
names of respondents will be released by this researcher. If you
would like to have a copy of the complete tabulation of results when
the survey is finished, please so indicate.

With your assistance in filling out the enclosed information, perhaps
the University Interscholastic League competition can achieve those
goals which the majority of us wish it to attain. I would consider
it a personal favor for you to return the survey as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

Kay Hester

Encl: Questionnaire



PROSE READING COMPETITION

Le-ase rate yur 1 attitude toward the following statements regarding the PROSE
READTNG EVENT. Circle the appropriate number using the following rating scale

AL= Strongly Agree
Agree
Moderately Agree

4 NeutraI
1-=Moderately Disagree
6 =isagree

Strongly Disagree

TheI st of authors in the PROSE READING Event is appropriately hosen:

Lh3o ut5 bep

:.The three categories <f autbors for the PROSE READING event are acceptable

he Alternate Categories of authors for cne PROSE READING event
mre1pful:

are necessary

he second Alternate Categories of authors for the PROSE READING event are
c essary and helIfu:

2 3t4 56

-ingle Category for the PROSE READING event would be sufficient:

234 5 67

is d ifficult to locate the selections of many of the authors on the lists

he- tree categories 'A, B and C) for the PROSE READING contest should be
etained, but rhe list of specific authors in each category should be
bandoned:

Te three categories (t, B and C) tor the PROSE READING contest (as well as

h is t of specific authors) should be abandoned leaving the event of PROSE
READLNG totally open for the use of any selection and author:

5

t)
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QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY FOR UIL POETRY AND PROSE EVENTS

School:

District Number:

Conference:

General Questions

Do your students participate in the poetry events in the UIL sponsored competition?

No (if "no" fill out section
below)

Do your students participate in the prose events in the ITIL sponsored competition?

No (if "no" fill out section
below)

Reasons for non-participation in the events:

Prose:

Lack of funds

Insufficient administrative

support

Non-availability of material

Lack of student interest

Disagree with competition for
interpretation events

Disapprove of the UIL structure
for the event

Other :_

Lack of funds

Insufficient administrative

support

Non-availability of material

Lack of student interest

Disagree with competition for
interpretation events

Disapprove of the UIL structure
for the event

Other :

If you are a non-participant in both poetry and
remainder of this questionnaire. Simply return
envelope enclosed. Thank you for your time and

prose events, please disregard the
it in the self-addressed, stamped
effort.

Name:

Position:

Yes

Yes

Poetry:



sparate division for Boys and GrIl should be abandoned chus allOwing
oys and girls to compete against each other in a single contest in PROSE
AIiLNG and POETRY:

4 56

vekeIrs should draw for speaker order just prior to the beginning of the
ompeI-tion
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PART II: ADMINISTRATION OF AND PARTICIPATION IN IJIL POETRY AND PROSE COMPETITION

1. Have you ever sent students to the DISTRICT UIL meet in poetry or prose reading

events?

Yes No

2. If "yes," how many times have they participated in poetry?

3. How many times have they participated in prose reading?

4. Have you ever sent students to the REGIONAL UIL meet in poetry or prose

reading events?

Yes No

5. If "yes," how many times have you had participants in poetry?

6. How many times have you had participants in prose reading?

7. Have you ever sent students to the STATE UIL meet in poetry or prose reading

events?

Yes No

8. If "yes," how many times have you had participants in poetry?

9. How many times have you had participants in prose reading?

Please rate your attitude regarding the following statements based on your past
experience. Circle the appropriate number on the line BELOW the question using
the following rating scale.

1 = Extremely Satisfactory
2 = Very Satisfactory
3 = Moderately Satisfactory
4 -Average
5 = Moderately Unsatisfactory
6 = Very Unsatisfactory
7 = Extremely Unsatisfactory

N/A = Not Applicable

1. The communications between you and your DISTRICT UIL Director regarding the
prose and poetry events:

6 7 N/A1 2 3 4 5
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PART III: UIL POETRY COMPETITION

Please rate your attitude regarding the following statements concerning UIL POETRY
COMPETITION. Circle the appropriate number using the following rating scale:

1 = Strongly Agree
2 = Agree
3 = Moderately Agree
4 = Neutral
5 = Moderately Disagree
6 = Disagree
7 = Strongly Disagree

1. The lists of poets as provided by the UIL are appropriately chosen:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

2. The three categories of poets (A, B and C) are acceptable:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

3. The Alternate Categories of poets are necessary and helpful:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

4. The Second Alternate Categories of poets are necessary and helpful:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

5. A single category for Poetry would be sufficient:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

6. It is difficult to locate the selections of many of the poets on the lists:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

7. The three categories (A, B and C) for poetry should be retained, but the list
of specific poets in each category should be abandoned.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

8. The three categories (A, B and C) for poetry as well as the lists of specific
poets should be abandoned leaving the event of "POETRY" totally open for the
use of any selection and author:

3 41 2 5 6 7
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PART V: RULES GOVERNING THE UIL POETRY AND PROSE READING CONTESTS

Please rate your attitude toward the following statements regarding the UIL rules
governing POETRY and PROSE READING contests. Circle the appropriate number using
the following rating scale.

1 =
2 =
3 =
4 =
5 =
6 =
7 =

Strongly Agree
Agree
Moderately Agree
Neutral
Moderately Disagree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree

1. The current policy of drawing for the category prior to the competition is
satisfactory:

2 3 4 5 6 7

2. Each contestant should be allowed to draw his own catetory prior to the competition:

2 3 4 5 6 7

3. A contestant should not hear the other contestants who precede him in the contest:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

4. All contestants in a given contest should be allowed to hear all
in that section of the contest:

1 2 3 4 5 6

other contestants

7

5. There should be a specific time limit for each reading:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

6. A time limit for each event should be rigidly enforced:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

7. There should always be an odd number of judges in each contest:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

8. There should always be more than one judge in any prose or poetry contest:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

9. All persons who are not contestants, judges, timekeepers or in some way directly
involved in the contest should be excluded from the room in which the competi-
tion takes place:

3 4 5 6

1

1

1 2 7
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M14y 3, 1974
o/ o Temple High School
500 North 31 Street
p e, Texas 76501

Dear Colleague:

I am enclosing the questionnaire survey I sent you last
month. I appreciate you returning the questionnaire to
me, but it is not complete. Please fill out the back of
each page as soon as possible and return it to me in the
enclosed self-stamped envelope.

Again, thank you for your time and help.

Sincerely,

Kay Heste 5

Enclt Questionnaire
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May 7, 1974
c/o Temple High School
500 North 31 Street
Temple, Texas 76501

Dear Colleague:

Several weeks ago I sent you a questionnaire con-
cerning the 1972-1973 University Interscholastic
League poetry and prose contests; however, I have
not yet received your completed form. The results
from these questionnaires are an intregal part of
my master's thesis. I would greatly appreciate
your returning the questionnaire as soon as possi-
ble. Please do not forget to answer the questions
on the back of each page.

Thank you for your kind assistance.

Sincerely,

Kay Hester
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