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CHAPTER 1
THE PROBLEM

For many years the problem of what io do with the
¢ollege student who cannot write acceptebly hes disturbed
administrators and teachers alike, One obvious answer, a
course in composition for freshmen, has become a tradition.
Someone has estimated that there are some nine thousand
college teachers helping to perpstuste this tradition. Yet

mnost of t&eaa nine thousand are skaphieél of the value of
many of thelr procedures; meny of them are perennially
writing eaﬁtraversiai articles and books about old ideas,
trying out new idess, and exchanging both with fellow
teschers far and naarﬂfall in an effort to improve the
tradition. |

One ldes which hes gained conslderable impetus
- during the péat tﬁﬁﬁty yearg is the writing laboretery,
whieh in many institutions has become an adjunct %o, in
some hes even supplanted, the traditionsl composition |
course, The service has‘quite 2 variety of nemes, ss will
“later in thie study be manifest, bubt in most nemes the word

‘lsboratory or clinie sppears. Perhaps the popularization

of scientific procedures in recent years has led to the
adoption in the field of humenities of some of the methods



in the field of the physical sclences,
A, THE PROBLEM

The purpose of this stu&y was (1) to find out what
colleges and universities in the United 3%@%@3 are making
use of writing laboretories and similar sefvicea to improve
the writing ability of their students; (2) to ascertain the
integration which the laboratories have with thelir réspee~
tive institutionsj (3) to investigate the staffing snd
equipment, operational procedures, snd compositlion policles
of the services; end (4) to obtain from a. jury of camgatent

eritics an evalustion of the findings.

Importance of ggg,grnhlgg. In establishing the
tmpa?tanaq af‘thia'study, it is pertinent to point out,
firat of éll;ithat the ﬁraéibional English composition
course has ceused considerable dissetisfaction; second,
thet the writing laboretory hss been found in sema\instiiuﬁ
tions a valuable device in overcomling the d&f&eienc%s and

third, that there is a manifest desire on the part of those

interested in lsboratory teahniquzs of teaching English

thet more materisl be wribten an& published en the subject.
On th& first point, that the traditional English

course has csused dlssetisfaetlion, there is an abundence of

evidence. In & land where freshmen composition is an



3
elmost univaraal requirement, maﬁy volces havq cried in the
wilderness, both inside and outslide of college clircles.
Leaders in the business world complain repeatedly that col~
lege grﬁdﬁates who come To them for employment cannot write
eccurately and affaeﬁively,l» In 1940 President Conant of
Harvard University said, "Prom all sides, academic end none
academic, we hesr pomplaints of the inebility of the aver-
sge Harvard graduste to write either correctly or
flunntiy,“a A prefe#aar of law at the University of Minns-
sota mey well fﬁ?f&ﬁﬁnﬁ the ﬁsaéﬁara outalde tha‘fialﬂ of
English who deplore the poor writing of students who have
had 3ampéait&nn courses. Indeed, the "horrible example®
which he qua%as3 ieg snough ta'm&kﬁ any’litarata person
shudder. A contemporsry professor of English may speak for
himeelf: |

Courses in Freshman composition, for all thelr
gadgets and methods, their books of selections and

l Burges Jahnaan and Helen Hartley, Hrit%ankcu%gesg«
tion in American Colleges {(Schenectady, New York!: on
College, 1936), DD» 5=7s Bee also, for more recent come
glaint, Gearge "4, Owen and Hiahara ¢, Gerfen, "A Program

- for Training Staff Accountants to Write Effective snd Ine

9 ;géligant ﬁapﬂrta;” ﬁaﬁxnal of Accountancy, 93589, May,

2 5, B, Oonant, "Report of the President for 1938«
%zg“hgfgiaiaigaagiatsr of Harvard University, 37120,
eh 30, 1940.

3 williem

\ 3'37*}"1%% Bhe 1Is ’iﬁm‘ss,



new approaches to life, thelr emphasis on vocabulary
or thelr addletion te drill, not to mention their
omnibus integration, do not greatly improve the stuw
dent's langusge skills, and almost certalnly accom=
plish nothing worth college ecredit, Whatever short-
comings the students thereafter reveal are almost
~ wholly overlocked. o « by thelr instructers., In e
- few colleges a systematic effort is made beyond the
first year to promote literacy, or at least to dlse
courage backsliding into downright illiteracy. Butbt
the general vlew seems to hold that the premium Eas
been pald and hence the Insurance remains valid,
As Ksnnath Oliver, of Cecldental College, Los Angeles, puts
it, "rhe time has not come when any of us can complacently
follow ény single exasmple or direction. There iz still
naa&}fer p1anears‘“5 |
A sizeeble number of institutions in the United
States, ms will be shown in ‘this study, have done this plo-
neering by mesns of writing laborstories. Reaction has
been favorsble from students and teechers slike. One of
' ths early experimenters was J. M. Thomas, at the University
of Minnesots. Thomas repartedé that ninety-five per cent

of the pupils who took part in the experiment favored the

| b Harold ¢. Binkley, "Cempus Idol or Faith Be-
 trayed,” Assoelation of American Colleges Bulletin, 301571f,
December, 194k ‘

_ ’ 5.§bnﬁﬁth’ﬁlivsr, "The One-legged, Wingless Bird of
. Preshman English," College Composition snd Commmication,

6 st 4 Amede  Ra R
. - Adsh G, Grandy, "A Writing Laboratory," English
Journel, 251376, Msy, 1936. ’



laberatory‘sactians over the traditicnal course. Aﬁnng
teachers, Mlss Frances Ross Hicks, Murray State Teachers
College, Murray, Rentucky, states# "In my estimstion one
of the most satisfactory methods of teaching English com=
position is & laborastory-recitation proeédura. This state-
ment 1s made after faur years of measuring the results of
various msthodﬁ.”e More recently, P. R. Jenkins,? in
advocating laboratory procedures in John ﬁarshalllgchnol,
Roéhester, New York, declares that "as a matter of common
sense" the theme should be done entirely in clsss, Jenkins
sctually writes and revises in front of'tha“alazs, then
walks ar&und making suggestlons as students write (2 time-

 honored lsboratory procedure)., He says that thers are too
‘many &istagetiana at home for students to try te write
there, | '

When the Conference enieallﬁga Composition and Com~
munication met in 1950, & workshop was devoted to the
wri%ing.labarataryg In their report memberg of this workw
shop expressed the hope that move material would be written
¢n the writing leboratory. The present study is s direct

o 8 Prances Eﬂ&& Hicks, “Labmratmrynraaitatians in
1?“g£$h Composition,”™ Nation's Schools, 15131, January,
b ool
9P, B, Jenkins ""f@aehing Not Assi
gnxng Themes
flearin Haasé, 261,91, April, 1952. ) d




6
response to their request. Miss Carrle E. Stanley, secre-
tary for the Writing Laboratory Workshop of the 1952 Con-
ference on‘College Composition and Communication, notes
with interest "the possibilities of a laboratory, evident
in the presence of so many teachers from schools having
none of their own."0 Enthusiastic participation in this
project i1s the rule. Typlcal of the cammenta of those
returning the cuestionnalire utilized in the present study
ié thﬁt of Eric P. Kelly, Dartmouth College, who says, "We
reslly are very much interestaﬁ‘in‘ynur project. When you
have eomgletad your findings, you must (underlining in the
@riginal) send us a copy for our conmittes and for the
administration."l fThus 1t is evident that there 1s a real
interest in an investigation of the writing labaratarie# of
‘the colleges gn& universities of the Unibed States.

B. DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

Writing Labgratarz. For the purposes of this study

the wri%ing laboratory is defined as & special service
provided by the school to supplement or replace the regular

| 10 Carrie E, Stanley, in & letter addressed to the
invastiguterj May 1, 1952,

11 prie P, Kelly, in & letter addressed to the
investigatar, ¥arch, 1952,
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composition course in helping, on an individualized basis,
gstudents overcome thelr deficiencles in writing acceptable
English. As & basls for the investigation the report of
Workshop Number 94, "The Organigation and the Use of the
Writing Leboratory," of the 1950 Conference on College Com-
position and Oammnnieatién; meeting in Chiecago, March 2i-
25, was used., The ﬁcrkshep recognized the existence of the
follewing'five categories of writing laboratories:

1. A remedial lsboratory for students who have been
unusually neglected in their basie wrlting skills.
Ocensionally this is used as a sub-freshmen English
srrangement for entering freshmen who meke a poor
showing on the English placement test.
2. A writing leboratory which ig aveileble to students
taking & regular course in freshman composition or com=
munieation. Attendance usually ie optional, but in a
few ceses is required of ecerialn students. :
3. A writing laboratory whlch is aveilable for the
most part on & college-wide baails %o all students from
81l levels, In a few schools attendance is limited to
students above the rank of freshman or sophomors.
Attendence for the most part is optlonel, but in some
cages 18 required of students referred by & faculty
member. :
L A writing laboratory which is part of the regular
freshmean English course, with designated hours of s
attendance regquired to supplement regular class meet~
ings, as Iin science courses with leboratory hours. /
5. A writing leboratory where a student may cbtain
help in order to pass e stendardized English test
required by f@a college in lieu of & Tormel course in
composition.*~ '

12 Ananymaus% "Phe Organization and Use of the.
Writing Leboratory,” College Composition and Communicsation,
1131, May, 1950. The descriptions of Categories & and 3
have been altered slightly in order that existing lebora~-
tories may fit them.
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The present study includes also the following two cate-
gories of laboratories:

6. A writing lsboratory which entirely replaces the
regular composition course or is the writing phase of
e communlcations ocourse,

7. A writing laboratory required of thosze who fall to
pass & proficlency test at the sophomore, junlor or
senlor level. '

‘As will be evident in e later chapter, the organiza-

tions offering these services have assumed & variety of

names, The most common variant of laboratory 1s cliniec.

The terms, however, were found to be interchangeable for

the purpose of this study. The services are included in
the study if they fall under one of the sbove eategories,

no matter what the name,
C. DELIMITATIONS

By definition {see guprs) this study is limlited to
an investigation of apaéi&i services operating on an indi-
viduslized basis., Regular composition courses and remedial
courses operating on & plen or syllabus predetermined for

81l who enter were eliminated, unless the name or stated

_purpose of the course indicated a preponderance of labore-

tory procedures, I% was recognized that there are conceiv-
ably laberatoty pro¢edures present in practicelly all com~

position courses. These might take the form, for sxample,
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of on«theespot writing of impromptu tﬁemes in class. But
all courses wers exciﬁded from this stﬁdy which did not
- clearly demonstrate & lsboratory approach. | |

Courses in sow-called creatlve writing were elim~
inated from this study, even though they are called writing
laboratories. It was felt that since these courses are
”designéd to assist gifted or éuperior students interested
in imaginative writing"l> they would be the basis for a
study completely different from one dealing with the types
enumerated in the aaﬁagcriasfdesaribadlabave.lu It was
also recognized thet, especially in laboratories open to
anyone in the college or university who has & writing
prableﬁ, the inatruatér might be, and often is, asked to
essist in creative writing per se. It wéa elso recognized
that the creative writing is often used effectively in
learning to write aeaep%&bly" |

As originally conceived, the study was limited to an
investigation of 1&horatory services offered by degree~
granting colleges snd universities listed by Brumbaughgsy

‘ - 13 carrie E, Stanley, unpublished manuseript of
- of Report of Workshop 9, 1952 Conference on College Composi-
-~ tion and Communication, Chicage, Illinois.

L See SUpra, Ps Te

- - 15 A, 7, Brumb Americ t -
 legss (Wasbingion: BotE}r AMSTIER Cotrort troRatne IS
~ 1948), 1054 pp.



10

es belonging to one of the reglonal accrediting assoclations

of the United States. At different times during the course
of the investigatlon three laboratories opereting in junior
colleges were called to the attention of the writer and

were added to the study.

D. PLAN OF THIS STUDY

In Chepter I there has been set forth the statement
of the problem, the importance of the study, a éefinition
of terms, end & delimitation of the topic.

In Chepter II there is & review of the literature
go far written on the subject of the writing lsaboratory,.

In Chapter III there 1z found a descriptlon of the
procedures employed in gnth&ring’aata and pr@paéing them
for inelusion in this study. ‘

In Chepter IV & report is made on the number of

colléges and univergitles in the United States discovered

in this study to have writing laboratorlies. An analysis

is made of the types and sigzes of the institutions cone
cerned. Eisauasa& gleo is the integration whilch the lab-
oratories have with thelr respective institutions, In this
chapter the variastion in the names of the laboratories is

shown, In cases in which the history of the sﬁaeial 123 T

© vices 1s aveilsble it 1s included. In ceses in which the
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laboratory 1s open to the whole school on a voluntary basls,
methods of promotion and advertlsement are set forth.

Chapter V deals with the staffing end physical
equipmaﬁt of ths laboratories.

Chepter VI is & discussion of the poliecles and pro-
cedures employed in the leboratories.

_Chepter VII deals with evaluation. Self-snalysis,
gelf-oriticism, end self«evalﬁatian on the part of the labe
oratory instruetors are dlscussed; and en sveluation of the
laboratorlies by & jury of experts 1s given.

Chapter ?zxx contains a summary of the findings of
this investigation and recommendatlons regarding the
setting up snd operating of a writing 1abar&tmry;}

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

1. The writing lsboratory is one innovation among
the attempts te help the college student wrlte scceptably.

2, The purpose af the present study wasbte invesg«~
tigate and evaluate the inocidence; nmmes and avowed pure
poses) and the history, equipment, procedures, snd poliecies
of writing 1abératoriea in the colleges &nd universities
of the United Btates.

3 Thers is 8 place fGP the present study among
thmse inv&stigatimns the purpose of which 1s to determine
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how the traditional compesitlon courses may be supplemented
in helping stuéents learn to wrlite acceptadbly.

‘ . The five categories of writing laboratories
r&aagnimeﬁ by the workshop on "The Grgaﬁizatian and the Use
of the Writing Laboratory," of the 1950 Conference on Col=
lege Composition an& Communication may be supplemented by.
two additionel categories, found in the present étudy to
be extant among colleges and universities of the Unilted
Btates,

5« The present study is limited to an investigation
of specisl services operating on sn individualizad basis
and employing labaratory procedurss. Although creative
writing is often a congomitant of writing-laboratory pros
cedures, creative writlng courses as such are sliminated
from the study, even though they are called writing labe
aratariéae

6. The plan of this study includesz & setting forth
- of the problsm, a review of the 1iterature on writing labe
orstories, & gathering and interpretetion of data sbout .

them;fand a presentation of a jﬁry evalustion of the data,



CHAPTER 1I

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

S8ince the writing laboratory is = comperatively

recent innovation in the universitles and colleges of the

. United States and is still in its experimentel form in many

institutions, there has been cﬁmparatively little written
sbout it. However, In some two dozen pieces of writing,
mostly in the learned journals, it 1s possible %o detect &
growing interest in the writing laboratory as s service in
the teaching of composition. These writings may be clessi-
fied and in this chapter will be treated as followst (&)
Those dealing with the g@n&f&lftéenda in the development of
laboretories, (B) those reporting on laboratories in indi-
viduel colleges and universities, and (¢} a report on two
éxperimanxs comparing leboratory and non-laboratory

- instruction, and (D) reperts on five highw~school experi-

ments with leboratory methods, It was felt that highe

- sehool lsberatory work in English is & subject closely
_pelaﬁeé to college-andsuniversity laboratory work,

ELOPMENT OF LABORATORIES

A, GENERAL TRENDS IN THE DE

There 1s evidence that there have long been elements
of laboratory method in the teaching of composition., In a
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study of the teaching of composition in teachers colleges

1

Meadows™ found that laboratory method was advocated in some

textbooks toward the close of the nineteenth céntury. He
quotes the following sxanmple:

Rhetorie, in its higher reaches, 1s studled
nowadays largely by topics and sections, in which
single stages or processes of the art literary are
teken up end by s kind of laboratory method cerried
to any depth or minuteness desired. A lsboratory
method, of whatever sort, is not ebsolutely empiricel.
Its essence is, indeed, observatlon, discovery, exper-
iment; but in 1ts outflt must also be included a
laborstoﬁy meanusl Yo direct, and determine its lines
of wurk.

Despite these longestanding laberatery'elemanta in the
tesching of composition, hnwever, it seems that the writing
lsboratory es such has been in operation in colleges and

- universities only during the pest twenty to twenty~one

years,

Findings of Howard snd Roberts. In 1941, Howard and
Roberts found that the writing laboretory had become "one
of the more populsar methods for attascking the problem of

1 Leon Renfroe Meadows, A Stud the Teeching of

nglish Composition in Teachers (olie aﬁ"&ﬁf?ha ﬁnite%'“"
Btates (Teachers Goliege Contributions to Lducation,

EEI Tew Yorkt Teachers College, Columbis University,
1?28), Ps 13,

, 2 John Fr&nkliaAGennng The Workin g ?rinciglea of
Ehetoris, as quoted in ibid. '
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wdsergraduate usge of English.”3 They review lesrned=
journal articles sbout laboratories in the General College
and in the College of Scilence, Literature, and the Arts at
the Unlversity of Minnasat&.h Catalog descriptions of seven
leboratories and clinics-«located, respectively, at the Unie
versity of New Hampshire, the University of Alabams, Saint
Lawrence University, Hendrix College, Dartmouth Collegs,
Rollins College, and Wiley College--are givaa.g Howard and
Roberts found mention of writing laboratories in twenty-
three aat&legs.é In deseribing these laboratories, they
seyt

« « » In at least ten of these, the laboratory work
is simply & one or two hour periocd of regular composi-
tion course, but may be avallable to students not en-
rolled in the course, The laboratory itself usually
eonsiste of s single large room sontaining large
conference tables or individusl writing deske or
tables. In some cases there 1s a smaller snteroom in
which students may confer with an adviser sbout
writing in progress, and at least one school hasz a
separate room for atudents who use typewriters,

Dictionaries, engyalapediaa; and other reference books
are usually avelleble,! L , _

- lf Jessis ﬁcgﬁr& and Ghailes g.ljffabemz, The Problem
0 ish Composition in American Colleges and Univers.Lties
‘(‘ﬁrﬁ"ﬁ'ma, 1Tinoia? e University of Illinolis, 1)y ps 2

b Ibid.,; pps 25-26, See infra in this chapter for
reviews of thess same articles, '

5 Ibid., ppe 79-80. _
: 6 Ibide, pe 89, Howard and Roberta do not name the
. schools,. j ) Co

W N

N4
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6f the thirteen schools reporting to Howard end Roberts on
the guccess of the laboratory method, four eall it highly
successful, eight cell it moderabely successful, and one
says that it ls just being insugurated. Three sgpecific
comments in this comnection are given, as follows!

fThe laboretory has reduced the percentage of
freshman failures from 22% to 7%."

"We feel that the laboratory system of Bnglish
instructian has more nearly solved our problem than
any other.®

Rour sgghamaras are doing better in their English
courses.

Survey made by Moore. In 1948, when a Writing

Clinic was estsblished at the University of Illinois,
Moore? aan&ﬁetéﬁ a survey of one hundred and twenty leading
'=univeraztia$ and colleges throughout the country. He found
that twenty«four of the fortyenine institutions meking
dotailed replies to his questionnaire were using labora-
tnries.eé eliaies of one sort or snother and that eleven
others were contemplating their use, Attendance at the
laboratories end clinies wes found to be both compulsory

and veluntary in most cases.,

8 Ibiﬁ& ,‘k Pe 90.

N 9 Rovert H, Kaare, “The ﬁriﬁing Glinie and the
.‘_ggéging Leborstory,” College English, 11:388+393, April,
) .
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Moore found thet in the laboratories diegnoses of
student difficulties were made on the basis of one or all
of three procedures: exemination of writing which had been
done in clsssroom, examination of writing done in the lab-
oratory for the purpose of diagnosis, and mnslysis of an
objective examination. The first of these three, ﬁccardimg
to Moore, is most successful, |
Remediel treatment in the twenty-four clinics and
laboratories was mostly individualized, although common
problems often resulted in grouping of students for in-
struction., B8o-called laboratories were more disposed to
: continuing remedisl work, the clinics being primerily con=
%L cerned with dlagnosis and enslysis of difficulty} but

Moore indlicates that the terms lsboratory and glinic are

almmstrintgrah;ngaablé.

Moore concludes with a reminder that "as with all
remedial mﬁasa?ea,,mnsh of the en&uriag success of the
work of the elinte or the laboratory depends on members of
the faculty outside the Bnglish depertment,”® He tmplies
thet professors don't get good writing from theilr students
bﬁ@&ﬁgé they don't demend it and that ﬁriting leboratories

&nd clinics sometimes fall because of general faéulty

10 1pia., p. 393.
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indifference to thelr potentislities.

Conference on Collepe Composition and Communication -

Workshop Reports. Two reports of Workshop No. 94, "The

Orgshizatiﬂn and Use of the Writing Leboratory," of the
1950 Conference on College Composition and Communication
have been ma&agil The second is & paraphrase of the first -
one and could have been writtan by the ssme person. Both
define the writing laboratory as a plece where the student
mey recelve methodlcel, Iindividual instruction in English
writmg according to his needs, Both list five of the |
types of writing leboratories whisch ere being invastigahed
in the pres&nt atuﬁy,iﬁ ;Elavan specifiec advnntagea which
nay be,&ariv&é from the use of writing laboratories are
annmﬁraﬁéé‘as followst -

{1) Individual ettentlon 1is givan the student
with poor background or in a&ad.af fpefresher®
assis%anﬁﬁi

{2) Individual ettention is given the student
wiﬁh e persistent lsolated problem such as poor
spelling, Ffaulty puictuation, inadeguate sentence
sense, etc. Ulinical treatment cen remove such
laﬁ%uﬁge blocks,

3) Immediste /ftalics in originel7 sttention

11 Anonym ousﬁ The Organization end Use of the

~ ¥Writing Laboratory,” College Ge osition and Communication,
yﬁ; 31*32, A« K. Knfka, "The Writing Laboratory,’ Jour

L Higher Education, 22:328*30, June, 1951,

12 S@Q Eg g ?‘ T!




;wr&ting L&beraﬁary,
- pp. 31«32, May, 1950.

can be given to individual writing difficulties, =a
significant adventege according to the laws of
learning.

(i) Help can be given the student in selscting
and orgeniszing writing material. Helping him think
it through at the very beginnling may produce a
better piece of writing.

{5) Educational guldance may be a by-product of

coungel on writing problems., The laboratory English

teacher may thus easse the task of the guldance
edviser.

{6) The availsbllity of expert help in a lebora-

tory may encoursge the student to do his own work
rather than have & fellow atu&ent do it for him
almost entirely.

{7) Specisl asslstance can be given students who
have to meke up work missed because of their absence

from the campus, participating in inter-collegiate
- econbests,; ebe.
, {8) Any teacher from eny department might send
te the leboratory for disgnoels and treatment any

gtudent who 1s doing poor writing. Hence the exist-

enee of the leborsatory cen have a bracing effect in
meintaining good English standerds throughout the

college.

% In general, the &vail&biliﬁy of the laboraw
tary helps to generste confldence and lifts the
morale in & real and funetional weay. A student
invariably receives battar graaas af'ter he mbttends
e writing olinle,

{10} The leboratory might provide opportunity
for follewing up the findings of diagnoastiec tests,
so that help cen be givﬁa thoge who show lau‘saares
in English skills,

{11) .The laboratory could be a plaaa o en~.

aaaraga individu a%3stud¢mta who show some telent in

ereative writing.

Questions which need to be anawared by colleges contem=

plating the estsblishment of laboratories are listed as

13 anﬂn % "The Qrganizatian and Use of the

i9

Gallaga Composltion and Communication,
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follows: |

{1) what shall be included in the physical setup?

{2) W¥Who shell be allowed to use the laboratory?
(Freshmen, all students, btownspeople?)

{3} Who shall refer students %o the laboratory?
(English department, other departments?)

% What technliques are most valuable?

‘ (5) How shall the laboratory be staffed? How
many students per teacher? What training end experi«
ence necessary for teacher?

6) Shall credit be glven for attendance if the
lsborstory is a part of the wrliting course?

{7) How can attendance be encouraged when it is
optional?

- (B} BHow can gragresihéf students ettending the
leboratory be measured? ‘

Repar%ing=in>manﬂaeript on the three meetings of
Workshop 9 eof the 1952 Génfar@naﬁ on Cﬁllﬁgﬁ Composition
snd aammuniaatiaa, Miss Carrie E. staﬂlay, of the State
Bﬁiv&rsity of Iows, liats three typea of writing labarnm
tariea m@at celearly éafinad by members af the workgh@pt
(1} ﬁhese deglgned to give remedial aarviaa to poorer
students in ﬁha“rra$hman soursej (2) those designed to
szgist any atadﬁnﬁ et any level af his sollege educaticn
with = gartiﬁular wvi%ing problem, such #4s & wealkness in
gpslling, organization or any of the so-galled fundsmen-
tels end {3) those designed to esgist gifted or superior
students interested in imaginetive writing. On the subjest

of compulsory vs« voluntery attendence &t the laboratory,

U 1pid., p. 32




_ 21
a problem to which the workghap gave considerable atten-
tion, the members f@lt that in the interests of sbtudent
morale and sccomplishment the referred student, whe ther or
not under éampulsian, should be made to "want %o be there.,"
In thé matter of procedures,; 1t was felt that Impromptu
writing, employing description and narration frém obgervas

tion would best overcome the ordinary student's tendency

to generalige. The workshop members concluded that the
writing leboratory is not expensive in that it helps stu=
dents pess instesd of repeating courses end that it i{s an
excellent means of dealing with the students, so far as
the school can, 6n.aa individual hasis.

B, LABORATORIES AND CLINICS
IN INDIVIDUAL UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES

During the past twenty years the esteblishment of
thirtesn lehoretories and clinics hes been reported in the
literature. All of these except two (the Composition
Olinte at Wayne Unlversity iz open enly to juniors end
senlors referred by the facultys the Writing Clinic at
Iowa State College 1s open only to students above the rank
§f rrashman) sre theoretiocally open to the student body at
large; but four were designed primerily as substitutes for

the traditional composition course, two were adjunctas to
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the regular ¢0mpasitian,ccurse, and two others were set up
to give students who fall a proficlency examination a place
in which they might prepare for the next examinetion.

antitutians'whiah substituted the writing labora~

tory for traditional courses. Of the four institutions

substituting the wrlting laboratory fcr'tha traditional
recitation composition course, the General College of the
University of Minnesots was the ploneer. Appel hes
regarteévan the ﬁﬁvelaymﬁnt of the 1abaratery,15 From the
first, students were encoursged to wrlte freely from their
own experience and needs. No "themes" waﬁeyassignaé. Per=
aenalAlett$ra;‘tsnm papers and raparté‘assignaﬁ in cther
classes, and impromptu descriptions formed the besis of

the writings. Ga»ﬁheweyet revisions, sometimes in cone
ference with the instructor but more often self-directed,
emphasized efforts at specificity and conereteness, Formal
grenmar instruction pgeve way to references %o handbooks as
needs arose. Appel felt that an importsnt factor was that
. the students had a glaaﬁ free from the distractions of home
" or dormitory in which they might write. Another possibile
- ity, enhenced by the intimate rela%iﬁn&hiyvaf instructor

| i5 F?aneis 8. Appel, "™Writing Leboretery," Journa
of Higher Edngﬁtiau: 7t71-7, February, 1936. ““""“&;]
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and pupll, was that referrals might easlly be made to |
health and other personnel services of the universlty.
Bucceas of the laboratory was sttested in that, whereas
the'enrallmgnt during the fall quarter of 1933 was only
seventy, it had increased to nearly three hundred in the
spring gquarter of 1935. One importent considerstion,
according to Appel, is that the laborsatory is not & method
to be fnrag& on a staff, Only an enthusiastic, not a per-
runatoéyﬁ tescher will be successful in the situation.
Eiaéﬁher@ Appel &a&ayibEsxé‘ﬁhe-examinati@ma used in the
writing Leboratory, sontending thet the part dealing with
méahaaiaa»wﬁﬁ not effective, bub that the part dealing with
recognition mf‘sgaaifiﬁ ¥g« sbetract words was gratifyingly‘
&ffaaﬁi%kg in messuring ﬁh@ guccese of the course,

A‘labééataﬁywreéitnti@n methed of ﬁeaghing aampési~
tion #as being used at Murray (Kentucky) Stete Teachers
5@11@591? in 1935 Kiaks says that 120 freshmen were
dlvided into groups of thirty each. Esch group met in

-~

16 prancis S. Appel, ™The Writing Leboratory, 1932-
36," in Alvin C. Eurich snd Palmer 0. Johnson, editors,

The BEffsctive General (ollepge Curriculum aa Revealed b
Examiy ong "”gggégias %Ee ‘-vars?'yﬁgf,ﬁfﬁﬁeseﬁﬁx
» DPs 29649,

;7 Now Murrsy 8tete College. The leboratery has
gince been discontlinued. Correspondence with the school
failed to revesl the resgson. ;



leborstory session for two hours twice s week, At & third
weekly session the groups were combined for general dis-
cussgion, theme snalysis, and mutusl encouragement, In the
laboratory meetinge the classes worked at ﬁahles provided,
preparing paepers for the English course or for other
&buraea, getting on-the~spot help from the teacher in com=-
poslition and révigicn. Hiecks lists the following advane
tages of the method:

ls Pupils have access to the teacher at the
time they need her,

2y Mistaltes are noted and corrected as made.
Yo wrong habita are formed,

3« The period glven is long enough for cone
centratlon and for the amaampliabmamt of gomething
worth while,

e An aﬁmaaﬁhara sonducive ﬁe work 1s pro=

Viﬁﬁdm
A& room more a@mﬁlatalg sguipped than the
gﬁgil'& room 18 glven,

6. The plen permits a @ﬁiﬁﬁ exchange of ideas
an% in~gira%1@aa and encourages the use of library
helpse.

7. It economizes both teacher and pupil time,
Since pupils do their writing during class hours,
the time formerly spent in formal recltetion is
utilized. For the tescher it shortens the time of

- grading, fo» , « . the mechenies of writing are
noted during the lsborstory hours. This plan mekes
the conferences formerly held with each pupil
{sfter 41) the mistekes had been made) pvaatieally
UNNECHSSRYY o

8. The recitation once each week offers 58
opportunity for group criticism or mpproval.

; l& Frences R, Hicke, "Laboratory-recitations in
?giéish Gam@asit&an,“ Eaﬁian*s 5@h@$&ﬁ; 15331-2, January,
=
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Hicks suggests that if administrative difficulties make the
two~hour laboratory sesslons infeaslible they might be cut
down to smeller, one-howy aesslons. |

According to Frank E. Baksr,lg president of Milwauw
kee Btate Téaahars College in 1943, the 1aﬁcratcry method
is especlally adaptable to the teaching of éam@asiticn.
.3n&er the Milwaukee plan, students Qeré given entrance
tests covering (1) spelling, practical usage, grammatical
‘fénatianag punctustion snd mechanics, sentence structure,
and paragraph‘davulagmént; (2) reading vocsbulary, reading
comprehension, reading rate, and active vocabularys Stue
dents showiﬁg deficiencies in elther area were assigned to
eppropriate workshops. All students had to go through the
workshop daéling with term yépeva; Students progressed
£r@m'aneyworkahb§’te another af'ter demonstrating proe
.fiaimnaflén»&n achievement test. Tests were glven forte
nightly. Students were relessed from the termepaper worke
ghop after having thﬁ term paper approved for content by
the §eaﬁh5r‘£n the subjectematber field concérned and for
form Ey the aaunﬁﬁlar’i#\tha workshop. Baker points out

19 Frank E. Beker, "Workshop Technique Applied to
Eﬁgliah Composition,™ Wisconsin Journal of Education
751409«10f.,; April, 193, Out of the Writihg Workshop has
grown the Writing Leboratory now functioning in wisaanain
State College at Hilwaukae.
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that the method has seversl specific sdvantages: (1) stu-
dents may progress at their own rate, {(2) students may
write on problems concerned with their own interests and
nesds, and {3) students may come for help on & writing
problem at any time during thelr college course, even after
being released from the workshops. He cites instances in
which professors in fields other than English, €sguy
aﬁthragelbgy and physics, report that they have never
before hed such good papers as those prepared in the worke
shop. |

‘ Wiaezﬂ reports that the writing leboratory is the
writiagainaﬁru¢t$an aspect of a eaﬁgrahaﬁsiva freshman
English course entitled Rﬁ&diﬁﬁy Speaking, and Writing,
gateblished in the General College of the University of
Florida in 1935. The atudent spends @wﬁ,haurﬁ-aaeklg in &
laboratory which is open daily from 8100 to 12100 and 1100
ta,5;@§,in,ﬁ'nnam equipped with hablas, chairs, shd refere
ence matagial~ Deploring the fact that the traﬁ;tianal
freshman composition course wastes time in getting pupils

a0 gz, Haapar Wise, ™iriting Laboratory 1n Engzisn
Courses,™ in New Fr cnh-&,3 in Oollegints Inst

edited by John Dale Husseil [(hicegol T

ﬂhlsagv Press, 1941), pp. 16170, See almo J, Hbaper Wise
A%he G&m@rahenaive Freghmen BEnglish Course a2t the Univerw
sity of Flerids,” in Barl J, MeGrath, editor, Communication
iﬁ Genaral Edusati;' {Dubuque, Iowat W. C. Brown Company,
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resdy to write Instead of letting them get at actual
pregent needs iﬁ writing, Wise indicates that the labors=
tory gives the students opportunity to work on letters,
book reports, term papers, and other materiasl for which
they hed received motivation in non-English courses. Thus
the laboretory is instrumental in ralsing to & higher level
of correctness the writing done In other cowrses. The work
is dane under the supervision of instructors who spend
geventy~five per cent of their time in consultation with
the students snd twenty-five per cent in group instruétion.
Wise insiste thet even if 1t ecould be demonstrated objec~
tivaly‘that,tha students are no better prepared than under
the traditional course, the laboratory method would be
preferable beceuse (1) motivation 1s intrinsic rather than
‘axtﬁinaiéi {2) the pepere produced show a veriety of sube
jects and hanéiing suggestive of originaliity, (3) the
&ﬁ&t%ﬁ;tiﬁn-hSﬁﬂmﬁé personsl and pointed, and (i) the
 instructor receives relief from the burden of countless
uninspiring hours spent reading stereotyped themes on fore-
melly essigned subjects. He concludes that en enthusiestie
- and alert tescher would do a good Job with a traditicnal
. method, huﬁ that he would do &n infiﬁitaly better job under
the laborstory method, "since the laboratory tachniéuﬁ
; provides the physical and psychologleal setting necessary
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for superior instruction,"o+

Laboretories open on & volunbtary basis. Next to be

considered are the laboratories which, according %o the
literature, were opened to all the students of the school,
on & voluntary, come-one, come-all basis,

»The ploneer laboratory in this group was that of the
Btate University of Iowa. 3tanley22 tells how the labora=
tory was opened in 1934 as the university's answer to the
prghl&m ar‘remedial English, In & library-like room, Miss
Stanley ﬁnﬁ her essistants made the rounds, encouraging
frustrated writers to work on material with which they were
- familiapr«-in short, aimpla'aampaéitionawmgnly after they
bad thought through their problems and had established
wﬁrk&blg.auxlinns in their minds. If the students were
writing répavts on meterisl which they wﬁra ~supposed to
have read, Miss 5tanlay*a prineipal conesrn was that they
first of all hed assimil&taé and unﬂaratead tha m&t@rial
end thet they secondly mede their repartg elive with

21 yige, ”Writing Laboratory,® ;biﬁu, pe 169,

_ ga‘car?ia Ellen Stanley, fthis Game af writia t A
Btudy in Remedisl Englieh," College English, Li1L23«28,
April, 1943. 'The Writing Laboretory at the State Univer-
gity of Iowa is now required of certain stuéents‘ See
ahagter IV of this study. ,
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specific and vivid details. In 1943, more than a thousand
young men and women had taken advantage of the laboratory
during the nine years of 1ts existence. These students
had achleved an indepsndence of thinkihg and of expressing
themselves that was gratifying both to the gtudents and to
the teachers concerned.

The Universal English Clinic at the University of
Bri&gegart is opersted to care for persistent offenders
egainst the standards upheld in that institutian¢23 Memw
bera of the faculty do not gaﬁaiize faultyygapers by a
reduction of graﬁa; noer do they red«pencil them for revision
and correction they simply refuss to accept them., It is
up to the student to find out end correct the mistekes. As
meny ae £¢n or a dozen students viglt the clinie in the
course of a week., Some receive éﬁly ten minutes'! or an
hour'ts inagruatian; others resppear regularly for a course
of inﬁiviﬁualvleeganz. .Hilihauaer reports that thera is
'1it£1a or no problem of faculty cooperation.

The English Department at the University of Texas

23 Milton ﬁillhauger “Th& Universal English Program
at the University of Eridgapart, ﬁahnal and. Soeisty, bO:
1?&~6, September 11, 19li8. See also J. Eﬁ"ﬁh 867, ﬁnivsr»
88l 1ish at the University of Bridgeport,” Higher
Eﬁu& tion, 41789, April 1, 19L48.
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maintains an English Laboratory. 'Hudscn,zh in dilscussing
the work of the Commlttee on Students' Use of English,
revesls that the lsboratory is kept by & full-time instruce
tor and is open thirty-eight hours a week. One importent
function of the laboratory is to furnish students reported
to the committee by eny faculty member as defleient in
English a place where they might correct their deficien~
cies, The committee transmits papers showing weaknesses
from the referring profsssor to thﬁ isboratery, where the
ingtructor dlscusses difficultlies with the student on his
first visit., Thereafter the student attends the laboratory
two or three times & week until the instructor is willing
to certify to the commiitee thet the student has corrected
his deficiencles. Most students are able to clear with the
committee by the end of one term in the laboratory,
although & few remain for voluntary attendance if there is
~ roem for éh&mQ ' _

Gﬁibygg relates that when the new library was

| 2l Wilson M, Hudson, "Maintaining Stendards of Eng=
- i&s?iinlg§% College Courses," College Enplish, 12:404,
. April, 3L . -

. 25 Elvridge Colby, "'Laboratory Work! in English,”

.~ College English, 2167+9, October, 1940, The writing lebor-
© BYery &t George Washington University has now been discone-
;»§§§uaﬁ.ﬂ Correspondence with the school failed to reveal
. the resson. -
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completed at George Washington University, & large room
with commodious tables wes set sside as a writing laborae
tory., Here &s many as a hundred and twenty students could
gather to work on their ﬁhémas, term papers, and other
reports under the supervision of en instructor, 3tﬁdenta
from the composition classes made the most frequent use of
‘the laboratory. They would bring their outlines, perhaps
thelr rough drafts, of themes to the instructor for crit-
lciem, then complete the themes in the laborstory. 4 week
later, after the themes had grown "ecold," the students
would revise them for submission to their regulsr instruo~
tors. The laborateory instructor would no% correct the

- vough drafts for mechaniecs, but merely eriticize the gene-
ersl orgenization snd make suggestions for the development
of ideas., Students from classes other then those in
composition were free to make general uase of the laboras
tory, even getting help on socisl and bus;nasa letters.

The College of Secisnce, Literature, and the Arts in
ﬁhs University of Minnesota was an early experimenter with
the writing laboretory as an integral part of the composi-
tion course. Grandy writ&a2$ that in 193k, under the

‘-  36 &&ah}&. Grandy, "A Writing Laboratory,”™ The Eng~
ish Journasl, 251372-6, May, 1936. The laborastory pien
" deseribed by Grandy has since been discontinued, presumably

(2,2, Tgsul} of n experiment reported by Thomes and Fattu
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direction of J, M. Thomas, a two-hour laboratory session
was substituted for one of the three Weekly hour-long
sessions of three sections of eompesiﬁién. Students were
regquired to come with their papers at least outlined,
preferably with a peragraph or two written, to. & room pro-
vided with tables and reference materipl, Upon entering
the laborstory, students would go directly to tha;r places
at the tebles and begin werk, Instructors would move about
unless &ntkrraptaﬁ by specific questione, making sugges-
tions which they felt wers noeded. Students were urged to
rotire to the snteroom to read aloud paragraphs which were
giving them trouble. This method seemed to be efficsclous
in making the student reslize what was wrong. Occasionally
the instructors would cell the attention of the whole group
to some point that seemed to be bothering e goodly number
of students. Themes werse finished at home for presentstion |
during the regular class saaai@nsvaf the course, It was
gan&railyjagraaﬁ among laboratory and nonelaboratory

Instructors that a sense of organization, unity, and pro-

- portion was enhanced by the laboratory sessions, but thas«
i%hﬁ plen did not seem to tesch mechanics any better than,
4f as well as, the old plen, parﬁ&gavbaaause of the shorter
‘time devoted to olass drill. Ninety-five per cent of the

ﬁiﬁberatavy students epproved the plax,‘&nsuaring unsigned
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questionnaires favorably at the end of the course.

Marmon repertaaT that in 1950 the leboratory method
of instruction had been in effect in the teasching of Engw
lish at Staékton College for several years, A4 two-hour
laboratory session at the thirteenth~ snd fourteenth~year
levels was an adjunct to consurrently scheduled composition
clagses. Provision wes also mede for voluntary attendence
on the part of any student who felt a need for in&iviﬁual
attention on any writing problem. In an atmosphere of
informelity, enhenced by an attrastive physlcal setiing
{curtains, chrome tables and chalrs, convenlently shslved.
reference materisl), the students felt fres to express
their problems. The results of individual counseling were
recorded in cumulative files, Each student was éaﬁsider&d
on en individual basis, the spprosch In any case belng one
of sincere and friendly helpfulness, Writing dictated
gentenges made up of words whi@h‘ﬁha students had mise-
spelled aé otherwige incorrectly used, reading aloud
- improperly formed sentenses, end listening to tepe
recordings of mispronuncistions were found to be théraw

peutic procedures.

27 1ne H&rmﬁn* ”Laberatory Methed for En glish,
~a1ifernia dournsl of Secendsr ,'1ueatian, 251268«70,




Laboratories where gtudents may be tutored for

proficiency examinations., Next toc be considered are two

institutions which make use of the writing laboratory to
tutor students who have failed a proficlency examination
given at an upper-division level.

Virtue aaysza that in 1944 a commlttee was set up at
the University of Kensss to adminlster a faculty require-
ment thet gradustion from the University should be accome~
plished only after the satisfactory pessing of & profie
em&néy‘examinatian.dnring the Junlor or seﬁiar\yaar. Three
members of the five-man committee were to be from the Eng-
1ish faeculty. Those students who wrote on the examination

35_With &iffuaenass, vagaﬂngae, flaceidity, and & disregard |

Aﬁ'farmhanﬁbﬁnk proprieties were falled and adviged to go bo
the Writing Laboratory for further instruction end prace
tice, Virtua.aeaﬁ in the proficiency examinegtion a device
ﬂ,-whiah merely demonstrates thet on the day on which the

Z ;#kuﬁant pesses it he writes acoeptably. Others on the

; Qfaaalty, he says, will have to continus %o influence the
‘hebits and attitudes of their students if & generally high
evel of writing is to be maintained,

: 28 John Bs Virtue, "Proficiency Examinatieon in Enge
sh Composition at the University of Kensas,” College
ish, 9:199-203, January, 1948, -
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Mallam,stat382§ thet, although limited help is given
to any student exeept freshmen, the principsl function of
the Writing Clinic at Towz State College 1s to prepare
seniors for a re~exmmination after they heve failed a pro-
ficlency test during the first quarter of their senior
year. The test 1s repeated at three-month intervals and
the degree wiﬁhheld until satisfactory peassing hgs been

sccomplished, Transferring gradustes have to meet the same

requirement within & reassontble time if they wish %o
remein in the graduate school. The clinic is administered
by & committee of the BEnglish faculty. Students who fall
the qualifying exemination, which consists of & 500 words
theme, are interviewed snd & program of remedizl work is
| outlinad., A tabulatlon of errors on one set of examination
vpﬁ@ara'shawad the following numariagl renkingt (1)
#pelling (by fer the most numerous), (2) punetustion, (3)
grammer, and (L) dlcetions Most of those who failed had a
£ average in subjects other than English., Many had low
grades on college placement tesis., Mallam astates that at
the time of his wrliting the gl&n.ha& been in operation only
& year, but that there was evidence that the clinic was

29 puncan Mallam, "A Writing Clinic at Iowa Stete
College,” School and Society, 5Tt51«53, Jenuary 9, 1943.
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meeting satlsfactorlly the problem for which it was set up.
A Ccmpcsitiéh’clinic was announced at Wayne Univer-

The clinic offered 1ts

sity early in the fell of 1950.%
services to faculty members "distressed at the lnabllity
of indlvidual junior and senior students to express them-
selves intelligibly in their written work." Any teacher

of & junior or senlor the éeading of whose pepers was

“ Mungettling and irriteting” wes invited te refer the stu-
" dent to the alinic;v The papers were sent along to the
#&inio, where the instructor disgnosed the difficulties,
prescribed and supervised remedlsl work until he could send
& "clesn bill of h@aith“ to the referring instructor.

Ce EK?w“tﬂf#fs COMPARING L&E@K&%@RE
AND KQﬁ#L&BQRA?GHE ZK&TEBG?IQK

Two experiments, one on & college 13?91* the other

gm & high school level, have been reported.

Gollege~level experiment. Thomss and Fattudl

39 &nnngmaaa “aampagitisn Clinic at Wayne ”’Higggr
jjuaaﬁgan, ?533, 3&§temhar 15, 1950. )
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reported in 1941 an experiment comparing gains mede by one
hundred students assligned to sections In which & two~hour
wgskly laboratory session replaced one of the three regular
weekly sessions of their compositlion course with s hundred
students assligned to sections without the lahdratory
sssaiona. Students in the control group were matched with
gtudents ;n,tha sxperimental group in terms of percentile
rank on the Co-cperative English Test, the American Council
on Education Paychologicel Exemination, eand high school
zraﬁk. The purposes of the investigation were stated as
followsl

1. To discover whet measured galns were made

by laboretory and nonlsboratory Freshmen English

students on threéee mesasures«~Cooperative English

Test, English Grammar Test, and the theme rating

Bﬁaéi. Te compeare the relative improvement of

'%gﬁgigggzgazgg‘g%nlabaratmry students on these
f_ﬁhb English Grammar Test and the theme rating scale had
§ bsen &avia&d by members of the Freshman English staff. The
ifgvammar test measured usage and grammar, the theme rating

" seale measured mechanics, organization, content, and prese

.entation. The Coewoperative English Test measured usage,

spelling, and voeabulary. Test gains were computed on the

32 1bid., p. 86,
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bagls of early~fell and late-spring testing, end theme-
ratingw~scale gains were computed on the basis of the
reading of anonymous fell and spring themes of the same
students. Ag 1s evident in Tebles I and II, Thomes end

~ Fabtu found the fell-to~spring gains of both laboratory and
nan«labsrahoﬁy groups to be highly signifieant statisti-
eally and one method to be about &s good as the other
except that non~laborstory people seemed to gain aignifin
. eently more on the "mechanics™ part of the theme rating
?; scile. Yo mention is made of the procedures of instruction

fz,ﬂueﬁ with elther group.

Highwschool experiment, In 1929 Hornmer>> reported
an experiment which he had used as the basis of his unpube
1ished Mastert's thesis in the Department of Education of
the University of Chicage in 1928. The control group,
gﬁaught by the recitation method, consisted of twenty
éyuyils who were matched with twenty ﬁupilg in the experi~
‘mentel group,; taught by the laborstory method, on the
following ten pointst agej native intelligence s meas=
uwred by the Otls Group Inxeliiganea Tasﬁ; recognition of

thga errors, as measured by the Cross Engmi&hxﬁas%, Form A}

c 33 Warren B, Horner, "The Eaaﬁamy'ef the Labéraﬁery
Method, " Enplish Journal 18 21«21, Marech, 1929.
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general composition merlt, as measured by thé Hudelson
Typiecal Ccmpaaitiaﬁ Ability Scalej mechanical errofs, as
measured by the Willing Secsle for the Measurement of
Written Gcﬁpoaitian; resding rate and comprehension, as
measured by the Meﬁroe 81lent Reeding Test ﬁevis&d;
spelling, as measured by the 200«Word Minimum Essentlal
Spelling List of the Qak Park High School, Oak Park,
Illinols; and vocabulary, as meassured by the Binet-Simon
Test and the Thorndike Test for Word Enowledge. The fol-

3 lawing fectors were kept under abaérvatian and eontrol
%hrn&&ﬁ@u% the experimentt -other English work, compositlon
; subjects, type of compesition, record of time, record of

L number of words writien, §$r@€ntgge of attendansce, makeup
*ﬁark, 1ﬁ#gan plans, m@ﬁiva%imn in each greup, the element |
of fa%igﬁa; and the taaaharfs attitude toward the experi-
y@sntf The adntralkgraap was tnug&t by group methods of
ﬁﬁsﬁrﬂétion; all themes being aﬁsigﬁad for outside writing;
ﬁhﬁ gxperimﬂﬁhal group was teught by ia&ividual ‘methods,

11 themes being written under sﬁpervisian‘ef ‘the instruce
tor in the laboratory. Parsllel forms of the pveliminary
é#ﬁs,ware administered midway and at the end of the course
in both groups. Horner considered his most significant
ndings to be the fact thet the laborabtory group hed
ttained slightly superior progress in fifty-four per cent
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of the time used by the group taught by the recitatlon
method, thet is, in 29,605 minutea as contrasted to 54,275
minutes. Recognizing that one experiment with small groups
does not justify a generalizstion, Hormer comes to the fol=-
lowing canclusians:f {1) The effective study and elimina-
tion of specific errors does not carry over to the elimi-
netlon of type errorsi therefore, exerclses in correcting
errors are practically ﬂnfthiéﬁﬁ in thelr effect upon the
pupilt's particular composition problems. (2) The labora-
tory method of teaching English composition may be effecow

tively used in high schools having & forty-minute period.

{3} In the teaching of English composition, pupll~direction
in study is of fundamental importsnce. (L) As compared
with the laborstory method, the recltation method of
teaching English compositlion ia‘axﬁremaly wasteful of
quilin time and energy,; r@q&i&img nearly double the amount

S'.ﬁf time and study to sccomplish somewhat inferior results,

D. HIGH«SC0HOOL EXPERIMENTATION WITH THE '
LABORATORY METHOD OF TEACHING ENGLISH COMPOSITION

During the 1930's five experiments in teaching Eng~

* 1lish composition by ﬁhﬁ laborstory method were reported.

‘In general, the teachers concerned were, as they averred,

trying out in the fleld of humanities précedares long
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recognized as standard in the fleld of sclence.

Laboratory plan at Boys High School, New York City.
Rosenbaum describes36 en English Laboratory plaﬁ which she
used at Boys High School in New York dity. At the begine-
ning of the term she gave each class the Pressey Dlagnostic
Tests in Sentence Strueture, Gramar, Punctustlion, and
&apiﬁalizatian, and a general spelling test. After the
%ests had been graded an item anelysis was made and the

‘boys were divided into groups, each group to work on a

common source of difficulty. Thus the boys worked on only
15&@ points whieh they individuslly needed te work on,
;Rssanbaum does not report the outcome of the experiment,
ince she wrote the article while the.experiment wes stiil

§§f§ragreas*

Laboretory methed et Celumet Eigh Scheol, Chicago.
In 1932, Pattersond? chose thirtywseven students from her
g#mpcaitian’alassﬁa in Celumet High School, Chicago, who
ad nat,heeéAabzﬁ té express themselves in satisfactory
” 1;ah,‘¢van though they had tried hard. Insteed of

36 geee ., Rosenbaum, "English Laborstory Plan,”
ulletin of High Points, 12:145-7, December, 1930.

37 Sophia Patterson, "Leboratory Method in Composi~
on, " Chleago Schools Journal, 15817-20, September, 1932.
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ganding the students out to the library to find material

for themes or asking them to write something from personal
experience, Patterson read to them mbout & variety of
topics dealing with meronautics. Once the students had
become interested in the general tople, they made up toples
of their own, 6.g., "Why I Should {or Should Fot) Like to
Become an Aviator.® Then they were free to look up maga=
zine material before writing. After the themes were

written they were discusged Iin the laboratory., From the

discussion standerds for judging effectiveness were evolved.
Errors were tabulated and mede the basis for drill,

" Spelling errors were grouped and functionsl rules epplied,
ifﬁftérftha firat five weeks problems of mechanics begen to
;’ giva way to those of organization. Themes were written
#nd rewritten until they were hammered into shape. An
 "aptant consideration in secounting for the success of .
%&a method, according to Patterson, was the fact. that the
students galned néw‘aanfiﬁEnﬂﬁ ag they began to be success«
ﬁ&_in the enterprise and %o ﬁin,grgiaa from their fellow
ents. Btudents with perslstent, specific errors pre-
fnﬁeé the most serious problem, the wunmtagéﬁhar sentence
ing the cause of the worsgt trouble. BSeveral stubborn
aag'remainad unaa&quefsé. Bﬁt'ﬁﬁah of the thi#tywsavan

de digtinct gains, t&kingvpriﬁa in good sentence
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structure and in their new interest in magazines and other
gources of news about current developments., Several
befere—anawéfter*the-experimant samplesg of student writing
were quoted by Patterson in support of the success of her

experiment.

English laboretory in Scioto County, Ohio. Poston

‘believ3338 that tha'laberatery method is valuable chiefly
in that it gives the students sn understanding of actual
procedure. She relates that In teaching English at Minford
High School, Seloto County, Chio, she asked the students to
.a@aﬁaraﬁa with her in warking out an outline and brief

- sketeh of & theme. Then, to furnish an incentlve to crea-
;;tiva writing, she asked each student to make & worg pleturs
;L&f some descriptive subject of local interest. Later she

asked each student %o bring from bome newspapsers and other
ﬁauraas of vari@ua forms of composition, susch as essays,

hﬁ?% gtariaa, poems, ete, In addition she kept a few

ell-chosen books and magazines on the shelves in the Eng-
ish workroomt snbalaatia; Hodern Literature, The En glisg
dournal, ﬁverstreet's The Paetie Wa gy of ef Ra&e&ss, and such

'1leetiana of stu&ant efforts as Saglings. She allawea

. 38 Clare Esther Poston, “Engliah Laboratary,” Ohio
Sehools, 141340, November, 1936.
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students, alfter they had studled some work of intereat to
them, to write, in the workroom, something of their own

from ideas they had scquired in their reading.

Leboratory method ﬁgtéémbier, Ohlo. West3? used a

modificetion of the laboratory method advocated by J.
Hooper Wise of the‘ﬁnivarsity of Floridet® in her experi-
ment conducted in the high school at Gambier, Chio. Once
each week the student came to the librery, which in this
- case was used a8 & laboratory, prepared to do an original
1"pisce of writing of hie own choosing~-~a letter, an invita-

. tion, a history paper, perhaps a class poem, a school news

 &?£1¢15, or & one-act drama., They wrote with free mccess
to referﬁnea books, gremmar texts, and dictionsries and
‘then handed their attempts to the inastructor, who made
eareful criticlsm, listing errors and suggesting improve-
'ﬁaﬁts. Ko speecific srrors were marked on the paper, Thaga
were to be found and corrected by the student himself at
the next lsboretory session, No pspers were taken from the
room, elther by the teacher or by the students. West makes

ﬁ&is corment on the experimentt

39 Ghriatina W&st, "Leboratory Class in English,
Ohio Schools, 15:17h, April, 1937.

1',"6 Bee ﬁm‘ TBy Ps 36 L
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The experiment is open to much eriticism, yet
it has proved successful in that every student
may write of things which Iinterest him. . + « Such
a method mekes fair and just allowsnces for native
ebility in writing, special interests, lknowledge,
and background. Compositlon, the dreaded and
despised projeot of a required Engllsh course, has
become for this group an enjoyable laboratory
period during which enthusiastic students sagerly
end industriously turn to creative expression
with en spprecistive attitude which is finally
the ultimete gosl of all English work.

Miller and Darling experiment. Mlller and Dariingal

.ﬂnékﬁé out with high school seniors e laboratory method of
£aash£ng gomposition. Using the time~honored saientif;e
@athud of problemssolving by handling of gathered dats,
the teaahsr firet presented the pvﬁblamwuin this case a

 vahaiés of one of the secondary interests revesled by Hardy

in Return of the Native, silhoustte pletures, historical

. &3lusions, ste.=~then led the students through the proe
f g&asaiﬁa sﬁéps of planning the Ilnvestigatlion, eollsction of
= éﬁta, argania&hian of the data, drawing the conclusion from

f erganized data, snd testing of nypmhesia in light of

Pvnrieua &uta.
~ Miller concludes that the plan functions well
eécpuge it provides for individusl differences, unit

b1 Gaargia E. Hizlar ”Teaﬁhing &cmpasitian by the
Labaratary Method, " Eﬁuaatien, 5?!163~@, November, 1938,

o e e
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assigmments, supervised study, seclentific procedure, crea=-
tive thinking, correlation of various subjects, organiza«
tion of mﬁteri&l,}training in rapid and analytical reading,
oral English, and iearniﬁg the handling of library matew
rials,

BUMMARY ARD CONCLUSICKES

A review of the literature extant on the subject of
the writing leborsatory seems to Justify the following sume

lé’mary and conclusionsi
| 1. Although the lasboratory method of teaching Enge

iish composition was advocated in some textbooks toward the
¢lose of the nineteenth century, the writing laboratory sas
‘éﬁgﬁ iz & twentisthecentury innovation. Ploneer lsbora
‘tories were ﬁ@%ﬁﬁi&ﬁhﬁﬁ‘&% The University of Mimmesgota and
t The State University of Iowe during the middle nineteen
thi?%i@ﬁm> In 1941, Howard end Roberts recorded the sxiste
aﬂﬁa;afvﬁamn two dozen writing laboratories, most of them
eportedly moderately to highly susccessful. In 1948 Moore
found sbout the same number of laboratoriss, esch fur-
ighing an individuslized method of instruction. By 1950
'%&3hqpa on the subject of the writing laboratory were
#ing conducted in Chiecago by the Conference on College

Composition and Communication. These workshops indicated a
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growing interest in the kind of individual attention which
can be given to a student Iln e writing laboratory, an
interest which persisted in the 1952 workshops of the Con-
ference on College Composition and Gsmmnnie&tien.

2., During the past twenty years only thirteen
institutions of higher learning have reporseé establishment
of writing laborstories in the literature. These laboraw
tories heve been variocusly substitutes for the freshmen |
composition course, ead]uncts to the composition course, snd

' places where any student in the college may find help on &
; writihg problem or assgistence in preparing for a profi-

elency examinatlon. On~theesspot, individualized instruc-
tion during the perlod of actusl student writing was
described by students and teschers coneerned as gratifys+
ingly suscessful.

| 3+ Two experiments compsring lsboratory and none
isboretory instruction have been reported. Thomes and
sttu foﬁu§ thet one method ls sbout as good ae the other,
éﬁﬁrﬁar concluded that, as compared with the laboratory
ﬁﬁﬁﬁaé, thé rﬁéitaﬁian method of tesching Emglish composi=
tion is extremely wasteful of pupilie time and energy,

: sqﬁiviﬁg nearly double the emount of time and study to
#ecomplish somewhst inferior results.

. PFive experiments in teaching English composition
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in high school by the laboratory method were reported
during the 1930's, All the writers reporting these experi=~
ments were gratified by the increased interest in and
understanding of procedure svinced by leboratory students.

5, Writing leboretory directors and instructors
who report their lsborstory &xﬁarisn&es in the literature
are eﬁeguragad by the reactlon of their students. They
almost universally note a feeling of restored confidence
and renewed hope smong many who come to them partly or

. eompletely frustrated by thelr writing problems.



CHAPTER III
THE PROCEDURE

_ In this chepter the procedures followed in the
course of the present iﬁvestigahion are consldered. The
genersl clessificetion of these procedures is as follows:
(4) procedures necessary to determine the incidence of

writing lasboratories in the colleges and universities of

the United States, (B) procedures necessary to gether data
about the writing lab@ratmriéa found to be in operation,
and (C) grae&éures necessary to obtain an svalustion of the
findings gf the study from s competent Jjury.

A. PBROCEDURES TO DETERMINRE THE INCIDENCE
OF WRITING LABORATORIES

The most lmportant procedure in determining the
.aei&anaa of writing leboratories was s canvess of the
eglstrars of eight hundred and twenty colleges end univer-
ities listed by Brumbungh;,as belonging to a regional
#nd/or functional ascerediting sssoeistion. Another pro-
pdure was the inclusion in the questionnsire distributed

; 1a. 0. Brumbaagh; American Universities and Cole
sges (gggzximgtm, D. Cot ~American Council on Education,
L3 s : » p?' N
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later & question designed %o ascerteain the existence of

writing laboratories other than those named in the ques-

tionneire.

Canvass of registrars. A double~posteard inguiry

was sent to the reglstrars of eight hundred end twbﬁty
degres-granting institutions listed by Erumhanghz asg
belonging to one of the following regional and/or fune-
tional scerediting associations: Middle States Assocliaw
tion, New Englﬁnﬁyﬁssaciatian, Forth Central Association,

Horthwest Assoclation, SBouthern Assoclation, Association of

?: American Universities, end the American Association of

@&ﬁab&rtvﬁallﬁgeu. Replies were recelved fé&m six hundred
5&& twwgﬁyeziva weg&strérsf one hundred and ten er whom
inﬁiaaﬁéﬁ that thelr colleges had writing lsboratorles or
ﬁﬁmildv services, ﬁaat of them indiecating the name of the
person in charge and agreeing to forward & copy of the cur~

rent school catalog.

Vigitetion of Midwestern and Western universities.
In ér&e& to determine which schools could most profitably
be visited, letters and reply forms were sent to all
i&haals from Milwauvkee west to ths Paeific Comst vhosme
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reglstrars indiested that thelr schools had writing lebore-
tories or similar services. On the basiz of replies fronm
most of these schools and of the fact that only & week was
at the dlsposal of the writer, the following universities
were chosen for visitati&ns. Wew Mexico Highlends Univerw
sity, Southern Methodist University, Wisconsin State Col-
‘lgge at Milwaukee, the University of Minnesotae, the S8tete

?vﬁnivarsity of Iowa, and the University of Denver. |

The purpoees of the visitation were to inspect

,%@ﬁipmanh, to chserve groeadnreg, to talk with instructors

end students inside end outside the laborstories, and to
get ideas for and &é#iee sbout the preparation of the ques-
#ionnsire which was to be sent to instlitutions heving labe-
%atari&a.“ﬁinna‘all of the laborstories visited are dise
eussed in the chapters which follew, only the findings
u§i§h do not ﬁyﬁeﬁ# in these chaspters will be given here.

| ﬁaw&x&xiee,ﬁighisnﬁs University waes vigited on s
éekend,; when thﬂ?ﬁvWQEQ no classes nor laboratories in
ession. But Dr. Q. G. Burris, chalrman of the Depariment
f English, and Dr. Anne Lohrli, consultant in the lebore-
v ¥y took time to explain their procedures and provide for
‘visitation of the laboratory itself,

At Sputhern Methodist University the laboratory
igtructor, Mr. Alvin D. Jett, Jr., had arrenged for &
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visitation of the writing laboretory. During the labora-
tory hour he assigned an impromptu paeragraph, allowed about
twenty minutes for its eompletion, thén displayed the
paragraphs t6 the laboratory group by means of an opeque

? projector, making commentz and evoling discussion on the

parh'cffthe gtudents,
At Wisconsin Btate College at Milwaukes Dr. Rachel

Saligbu&y, the aaordinataﬁ-ar the communication laborae~
+ ihaé erranged & visitation of the reading and
xg&llin% lsboratories as well as the writing lsboratory in
»ﬂhiah ahe wag h&rsslf the Instructor. In the writing
;iaharatary the students wwre working on exercisss found in
.[?rae%~”5;ﬁ&n¢bﬁ¢k_§§ Egglig s+ by Jones, Wellace and
th the yeam&ﬂﬁaa# of the instructor, ths aﬁaaants
8 éd to write a paﬁaérﬁph giving their éyin&an of the
;fa&ﬂnra, w&bh,aspaﬂial ?sfaransa o iﬁa‘ﬁrunaﬁﬁr value: in
%@# wrieing of hhmm&&. In Eha gpelling lsboratory the
Instrue ;r, Dr., Max Freaman, talked to first one student,
ben anaéhsr, as long es ﬁha period 1astad, about rules,
magery, m&marywaaaaaiahimn éaviasa, or whatever principle

Lea mgs% sppropriate for tha words with whiech the indi-
_uzl stﬂé&nts were havtag &1ffisnlty« Uonversation with
stnﬁnnt revealed that, although at first he hed fel%

ua%mﬁaggbecamsa of having been reguired to work in the
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writing 1abofatefy, the resentment had ogulekly been disw
pelled when he found out how helpful it was to him in hils
writing. |
At the University of Minnesote two laboratories were
visited, In the Génaral College Mlss Virginis M, Kivits
demonstrated her procedureg in the laboratory devoted to
expository writing. It was & particularly good day on
.~ which to vieit, because it was review dsy and several
. themes which had been written earlier and which had been
é mimeogrephed for distribution were discussed. On the St.
Paul csmpus Dr. Ralph G, Nichols candaaﬁea g tour of the
‘various communication lsboratories end expleined the
'ﬁh#ﬁé&ﬁatian which exists between them. Because of the
ste afternoon hour, only the listening laboratory was
‘being used. | |
| At the Stete University of Iaa& conferences were
held with Dr. John C. Cerber, who is in charge of the
mmunication program, snd with Miss ﬁax&i&TE* Btenley, who
8 director of the writing leboratory. In eddition, Miss
%&ﬁl@y and her sssistants demonstrated their techniques
ith students who were in the leboratory.

At the University of Denver the writing lsboratory
not in ses#ign, but conferences were held with Dr.

s5ie Lee Hagen, director of the writing labérato?y, Mr.
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John K. Wilcox, coordinator of communicstion laboreatories,
Dr. Ksith E. Case, chalrmen of the division of communice-
tion, end Dr. C. V. Galbrath, acting dean of students and

chairman of student personnel services.

Preparation snd girculstion of the guestionnaire.
The work of many weeks and the adviece of many pecpls went

into the preparstion of the questionnaire. Besides the

people visited in the Midwest, several of the investiga-
torts eelieagu&s &t Ban Diego State College and all the
members of his Committee on Studies et the University of

- Bouthern Cslifornia gav& valuable suggestions. Then the
_nineteen-page questionneire and & covering letter (Appendix
\) were sent to a hundred and ten colleges and univer=
iitiés,'ﬁhé reglstrers of which had indicated as having
_'haratariéa. Later, gquestionnsires were ment to thirty-
me additional schools as a result of answers to the folw
ﬂﬁwing question in the guestiomnaire: What lsboratories,
5%har then those in ﬁﬁhﬁaia listad on the next two pagéa,

‘ you know about? About a month aftér-tha questionnaire
a8 first distributed, a letter wes sent to theme who had

t answered, asking them to indicate on &n enclossd reply
rd whether or not they had received the guestiahnaire and
sther dr‘nat they setually hed writing laborétcries; A
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finsl request was mailed some two months later to schools
which still had not been heard from.
| 0f the 1Ll schools questionnsired, 119 were finsally

f  neard from. Of those who answered, fifty-five reported
' that they had no service of the type called for in the
questiomnaire, Three others acknowledged having labora-

tories but stated that they would not have time to coopere

ate in the study. Five schools returned questionnalres
which were unusable because they described work not perw
1tinent to the study. PFifty-two laboratory directors
Jaiturned useble questionnalres. Four others wrote infore
fily about thelr work. O the twentyéﬁwo schools not
tﬁrﬁ.froﬁ_in answer to the questionnaire, four could be
included in the studye-one from the litersture and three
‘som catalog desoriptions and other information furnished
‘their registrars--the existence of the fowr having been
rifisd by furth@r\earrespohdanﬁe with the reglstrars,
‘other words, sixty schools, approximately eighty per
it of the mown potential of those haﬁing‘l&boratories,
4 be included in the study.

Visitatior of Californls schools. Ten schools in

fornie were found to have writing laboratories, English
ing elinies, or remedial writing workshops, Elght of
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these were visited during the first week in Mey, 1952. The
cthers were learned about later.

| A% Loyola University of Los Angeles the writing
laboratory was not in session, but conferences were held
with gr. Th$Qﬂ¢?%‘Erl&ﬂ&SQﬂ; director of the English
¥riting Clinie, and with Father Finnegen, coordinater of

a pereonnel services.

A% Los Angeles State College, Mr. Herlan G. Smedley,
e ater of e Writing Leboratory, lestured during the
avestigetor's visitetion o the group in the laboretery
-en the psychology of %ﬁky talk and led a discussion sbout
papers previously written in the laboratory.

4% Ban Franoiseo State College the writing-labore~
ory steff was mm.,ng & recording which was %o accompany
].fi&mhéﬁrﬁﬁash@wiﬁa the provedures of the laboratory.
gl Lbted the vigitor to listen to the making of
ke recording and to view the pictures. Later in the day
. writing laboratory seseion was visited. Under the
roetion of Mies Elsencr MeCann, Coordinetor of Communica~

aboretories, the group in the labeyatory discussed
he ressons for obscurity in seme *horrible-example® sen~

noes snd made sugpestions for thelr improvement.

A% Millg Collepe & confersence wes held with the
netructor in sherge of the Remedisl English Workehop, Miss
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Constent E, Mergentheimer, and her workshop was visited.
Miss Mergentheimer hed the students write impromptu para-
graphs to be handed in at the end of the period end dlse
‘cussed at the beginning of the next session. During the
period, she moved about among the writers, snswering
spaciflc guestions and making suggestlions to stndents ﬁho

ghe mew from former experlience would need speclal help.

At Stockton College, Miss Ins Marmon, Chslirman of
the English Laboratory, was at the time of the visitation
ghowing the Harv&ré Regding Fllme to & reading«laborstory
group, but took time to discuss her work in the writing
lsboratory.

At Becramento State College a conference was held
1th Dr. George W. Cresl, Director of the Remedial Workshop
in Writing. The workshop wes not in session.

At Chico SBtate College, the laboratory was not in
gsion, but a conference was held wing Dr. Hareld C.
pmstrong, Coordinator of English Btudles, who told of the
“Easent wmrk of the laboretory and of the extensive plans

1ts expansion during the fall of 1952.

Review of the litersture, A review of the literaw
*e which has been written about writing laboratories,

&tingwlabbr&tavy procedures, and7writing~labeyatgry
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experimentation was made in Chapter II of the present study.

Analysie of material in guestionnaire returns. For

~ the purpose of analysls the pages of the returned questions
naires were seperated and mssembled according to the
grouplings of subject matter used in the various chapters of
the main body of this study. These groupings included (1)
the nature of the institutlons found to have writing labo-

retories snd the nature of the integration of the labora-
tories in the schools, (2) the steffing and eguipment of
‘fthé laboratories, (3] the policles ﬁnﬁ procedures employed
“in the leborstories, &nd'(a)_aalf*avaluatian. Dsta within
glﬁhsse groupings were tabulated end interpreted in Chepters
IVy Vy VI, and VII of the present study,

| Bubmiseion of the data to & jury for evalustion.
%@h@?&ﬁary ingtruetors cooperating in thls investigation
were invited te nominste one or two persons whom they con-
dered competent to evalumte the date of the study.
lstters were written to the persons nominated, informing
ﬁﬁ&m»sf the nature of the task and assking them %to be on the
éﬁry of eveluators., Twenty-five of the nominees gccepted
he responsibility. | | |
The sixty~siz single-spaced pages of date derived
f'&m the investigstion were duplicaeted znd mailed to the
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nominees who had agreed to evaluate them. Provision was
made on the duplicated materiel for plus-snd-minus evalua-
tions, and space was provided for indlvidwal comments on
sach item. Eighteen evalustions were returned, seventeen
of them in time ﬁo be included in the study.

The plus-and-minus eveluations and individual
‘eomments were transferred to s master copy of the date, &
. differently colored crayon being used for each evaluator.
g.%han the composite evaluation for each item was tebulated

gnd gathered for inclusion in Chapber VII of the present

Long, and recommendetions of the

study. A summary of the findings of the investigation end
?;f‘a@aclasiﬁns resched was prepared, and recommendations
ware made for the operation of & writing lsboratory, es

- eighth and final ahapﬁar'afktha present study.

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURES

1. The registrars of eight hundred and twenty
sgree~granting colleges and universities of the United

natitutions had writing laeboratories.

2. A visitation of six lesding universities of the
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West and Midwest of the Unlted States wes mede in order to
inspect thelr writing laboratories and to discuss ths prep-
aration of a questionnaire to be distributed to all writing
laboratories.

3. A nineteen-page questionnaire (Appendix A) was
meiled to 141 ecolleges and universities whose registrars
hed indicated as heving writing laboretories. On the basis
of the returns and of information secured from the litera-
ture and from catelogs submitted by registrars, sixty
laboratories were included in the present study.

4, One university and seven colleges, a&ll of which
had been found to have writing laboratoriesg, were visited
during the rirst weex in May, 1952. Observation of tech~
niques and equipment in these laboratories was made end the
investigation was discussed with lsboratory directors end
instructors. \

5. A study of the literature which had been written
and published about writing laboratories and writing-
laboratory experimentation was msde.

6. An analysis of the material in questionnaire
returng was ﬁ&da.

7. The date secured from the questionnaire returns
were suﬁmitted to & Jury for evaluation. Members of the
Jury hed been nominated by cooperating directors and
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instructors of writing leboratories. Evaluations resturned
by the seventeen-member jury were tabulated and recorded

in the present study.
8. A summary of findings was prepared and recom=-

mendations were made for the operation of a writing labora-

tory.




CHAPTER IV

INTEGRATION OF LABORATORIES WITH

THEIR RESPECTIVE INSTITUTIONS

Next to be considered is the relationship which
writing laboratories were found to have with the institue
tiona of which they are a part. Beven aspects of thisg
integration are appasrentt (A) the types and sizes of
institutions having writing laboratories, (B} the availa-
bility of the laboratories, (C) the variation in the names
by which the service is known in the different schools,
(D) the histories of the individual leboratories as they
have developed, (E) the extent and nature of the coordina~
_ﬁi&n of the laborateries wlth other speclaliged and indle
vidualized services of the aaheélﬁ, (F) the extent to
‘which the schools make use of the laborstories in mein.
‘taining standards of English, and {G) methods of adverw
Elsement ﬁge&vbyr@ha various laboratoriss in making thelir
gervices kmown to the astudents and feeulty concerned. In
;ﬁgpendix B are listed the schools ineluded in this study,
arrenged by states in slphabetic ordsr. Informstion about
~the type and size of each school and sbout the kind of
dsborstory in each school is included in the listing.
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A, 'TYPES AND SIZES OF INSTITUTIONS

i
s
ki
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5
%
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&

HAVING WRITING LABORATORIES

It was & matter of primery interest in this study to
determine the types and siges of colleges and universitles
which have writing laboratories. Since such a service is
~ tutorisl, or at least semi~-tutorial, many contemplating
1ts use might feel justified in deciding that only the
iarga insti%u#ians, perhaps only those which are statee
supporied, @aﬁi& afford i%. On the other hand, cthers
might feel that a smell, privete institution might be
xpected to furnish this "extrs," individuelized service
in return for @amgarativaly high tuition charges.

In this connection, it is interesting to nate that
‘a Writing Leboratory Workshop of the 1952 Conference on
llege Composition and Gommunication decided that in
sideration af.hha number of working haursrrsq&iraé of
e stall, & writing ia%arata#y is expeneive, but thet it
& not exgenai#& from the point of view of the student who
#ts through & couras, ss a result of help in the labé;aw
s Which he otherwise waulﬁ‘haﬁs ta’rapeat, perhaps
eral times,t | |

3 Garria E. Stanley, "Report by the Secretary of
kshop 9," unpublished manuseript,



66

Public yersus prlvate control. Of the sixty schools
cooperating in this study, thirty-four, or approximeately
fifty-six per cent, are publicly supported, belng under the
control of either states or eitles, and twenty~six, or
approximately ferty»féﬂr per cent, are private institutions.
0f these, forty-one ere colleges, and nineteen are univer-
sities. Among the universities twelve are state or munici-
pal institutions, and seven are private, Among the col-
leges, twenty-two are state supported snd ninsteen are
private. Table II1I, page 67, shows these comparative
figures and the percentages involved.

One university, the’ﬁﬁivarsity ef Minnesotse, has two
writing-laberatory setups, one in the General Gailage and
the other én the Bt. Paul Campus. For the sake of convenw
fence iﬁ'eam§iling statisties, the ﬁenaral College is
‘elessified in this study as a college, the 5t., Paul Campus

a8 & university.

§;ggg.gg gtudent bodies. All the schools Indicated
the approximate gize of their student bodles. The smallest
;&f these is George Willisms College, & private institution
With an enrollment of 190. The largest is the University
f Illinois with &n enrollment of 18,119. Distribution of
boratories in the ath$r4sahaals would form & "normsl



TABLE III

DISTRIBUTION BEY NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF
INSTITUTIONS HAVING WRITING LABORATORIES
AS PUBLIC OR PRIVATE AND AS
COLLEGES OR UNIVERSITIES

67

o I N

Colleges Universities Totals
No, Per Cent HNo. FPer Cent No., Per Cent
Publie 22 36.7 12 20.0 34 5647
Private A9 31.6 1 11,7  _26 L3.3
| 100.0

Totals 41 - 68.3 19 31.7 60

AR "

|
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ecurve® if graphed, approximately forty per cent being found
in medium~gized institutions. Table IV, page 69, shows the
distribution of laboratories among the schools of various

sigsa.,

Faaultgystudént ratios. There is likewlse a wide

distribution of leboretories with respect to faculty-student
ratio. The sixty schools reported a ratio ranging from 1:5
in the University of Illineis to 1:29 in the General Cole
lege of the University of Minnesota, Table V, page 70,
shows that the general distribution is fairly even.

B, AVAILABILITY OF WRITING LABORATORIES

In the matter of avaiiability, considerstion must
given to (1) the extent to which the laboratory is open
“the student body as & whole, (2) the extent to which the
aratary ia reguired of some students, and open to others
& voluntary basis, {3) the extent to which the service
8 availsble to the publlic not enrolled in the school, (i)
speclal fees, if any, charged for the service, (5) the
'.aer of perlieds per week the lsboratory is open and the
%ﬁgth of the periods, |
In connection with evallablility, it 1s Interesting
f;aﬁta whet kinds of leboretories are most in use in col-

bges and universities. Table VI shows thet Writing
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TABLE IV

DISTRIBUTION BY NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF WRITING
LABORATORIES IN SCHOCLS OF VARYING SIZES

Sige of Student Body Number Per Cent
, , B
10;000 or more 6 110,00
15,000 to 9,999 | 9 15.00
1,000 to 4,999 23 38.33
500 to 999 - 1h 23.33
‘Fewer than 500 _8  _13.3k

'Tetals : | 60 100,00




TABLE V

DISTRIBUTION BY NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF WRITING
LABORATORIES AMONG SCHOOLS WITH VARYING -
FACULTY-STUDERT RATIOS

Faculty-student ratio Number Per Cent

135 1 01 2/
1:7 5 .08 1/
1is ; 18 373
1:10 Pt % 203
l:11 3 +08
1:12 3 0%
1313 6 «10
1314 3 £5
1:15 7 .11 2/3
1316 2 .03 1/
1317 2 <03 1;
1:18 1 01 2/3
1519 6 «10
1:20 1 01 2/3
1121 2 .03 1/
1:22 2 «03 1/3
1123 1 01 2
1127 1 01 2/3
1129 1 01 2/3
Not reporting L 201 2/3
60 1.00

'Tatﬁls‘

70
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TABLE VI

DISTRIBUTION BY NUMBER AKD PERCENTAGE OF SEVEN
CATEGORIES AMONG SIXTY WRITING LABORATORIES

Category  one ezamgary” " con maatima )
Number< only with another

'f%aiﬁ
No. Per Cent

*ﬂxﬁem&w are éeﬁmé es follows:

e m&m lsberstory on sub-freshman level.

2. Writing laboratory available to 81l freshman
English studenta.

3. Wit liboratory available, for the most part, to

, all s?mﬁmw on 8 college-uwide basls.
be mginf “story used as an extension of the
5. Laba *,f %mm' s amwgi for test
« re ragion w &
. W i&m of faﬁpg o) mpaaitimg

ime} M‘ E‘&a&mtu mbove the fresiman level who
m tc pase & mﬂei&n@y teste
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Laboratory Category Three 15 by far the most popular kind,
being extant in forty-six, or more than seventy-five per
eent, of the schools in which laboratories are in opera-
tion: Category Three is avniiabla for the most part on a
college-wlide basis to all students from all levels., In a
few schools attendance 1s limited to students sbove the
rank of freshman or sophomore. Attendance for the most
part'is optional, but in some ceses is regulired of students

referred by & faculty member,

Avellebility to students. Restrlictions are placed

on the availability of only eleven of the laboratorles
éisguﬁsea ia this study. 411 of the others are open to

. any member of the student béﬁy who has 8 need for or en
“intersst in the service. _

7 . In seven schools e student's attendance is contine
ent upon his being enrolled in certain courses. In the
General College of The University of Minnesots, in The
Pniversity of Mismi, and in The University of Florida, the
Hriting labargtery_is the Freshman Bngllish Course. In
Aaxharn»ﬁethédist University the laboratory is open prinn
ipally to those registered in English 1. Conceivably,
%m@ people taking English 2 (second semester of firste
g&r English) might be steered inte the laboretory. Others
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might take advantage of it with the consent of the Director

of Freshman Studies. A% Lawrence College only students

referred by teachers of Freshman Studies are admitted. Al

Bethany College the writing laboratory is open to those in
Basic Communication 11 and 12 who need additional instruc-
tion. At Webster College it iz open only to those students
in Fresghman English who deémonstrate superior ability on the
ACE Psychological Exemination and on preliminary English
tests. :
Three schools make their lsborstoriss avalleble to
ﬁhéae at certeln levels: JIows State College limits ettende
anae.ta those above the renk of freshmen; Wayne University
#nd Ohio University limit sttendance to those above the
ank af sﬂph@mnra»

| &aorge Williams ﬁallega admits students to the 1abawA

atory 1 thﬁg are referred by &n instructor.

Reguired attendance. Though fifty-one of the labow

gtories are open to anyone lnterested and ninaheana of

2 Bchools hawing writing lsboratorises open on & vol=-
Webster College, Albion College, Wheelock

ﬂtéry bagis?
vnllege, The University of Illinois, Chico State College,
oW Mexico Highlends University, B5t. Mary 6azlsge, the fen=

2l College of The Universlty of Minnas@ta San Diego
tate College, Oswego State Teachers ﬁallaga, Rockhurst
@nllega, The Universlty of Missouri, The University of
esota at St. Psul, Colgete University, Iowa Btate
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these sre open on an entirsely voluntary Easis, a diversity
of reculrements make attendsnce compulsory for certain stu=-
dents in forty-one of the schools studied. Table VII shows
the frequeney with whlch sttendance 18 reguired snd under

what cireumstences 1t 1s reculired.

Fallure to pess s proficlency or guaelifying exsminse
tion given above the rank of freshman iz regponsible for
required attendancs in eleven lsboratories. The exeminse
tion is glven at the sophomore level in Eastern Washington
: . College of Education, The University of North Carclinas,

t ;Saaksanville Btate Teeachers College, and Central Gallegs;B
.8t the junlor level in the Unlverslty of Temnessee, Florids
:a%aﬁa University, and Duke University; and at the senior
Igvélhin Iows State G@ilega,‘ fhe level et which the pro=
'ielency examination is given st the Moorhead State YTeachers
ollege was not indicated on the gquestlonnaire return,
;'erameata State College and lLos &ngalaa‘ﬁtaté College

guire candidates for teaching credentials to seek help in

echers College, Anderson Uollege, Loyola Unlversity of

©8 Angeles, Wesbtern Michigan College of Eduvcsitlon, and

0 University. . ‘ '

3 Anderson College and Ohlio University also require

ficiency exsminations et the sophomere level. Those who

iiagfcigggaragad, but not required, to sesk help in the
sh Clinic.
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TABLE VII

FREQUENCY OF VARIOUS REQUIREMENTS FOR ATTENDANCE
AMONG SIXTY WRITING LABORATORIES

Attendance Reqnir@meat B \ |  Number

Reqaireé of stﬁdanﬁs referred by faculty
Required of low-ranking students in certain courses | 13
Required of students who fail & proficiency test 11
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the writing leboratory if they place below the twenty-Lirst
percentlile on & proficiency examination.

In thirteen schools, the writing laboratory is
regquired of certain people in definiﬁe courges, In Hobart
end William 8mith Colleges, all freshmen recelving D or F
in either term of Freshman English are required to attend.
In Bethany College the leboratory is required of those in
Basié Communication 11 and 12 who need additional instruce
tion. In Stephens Gollege students who do mot do well on
two or three impromptu themes given at the beginning of the
year are required to take additional work in the writing
laborstory. Low placement on entrance tests in English
makes assignment to the writing laeboratory mandatory in
“éﬁﬁ sohools.# In seven of these schools® the writing lebo=~
&tarf is d@ extension of the regular composition course,
hat i{s, students av&yrgquiradwtc attend the lsboratory
essions in addition to the reguler sessions of FPreshman
nglish,

G b Lewrence College, Bouthern Methodlst University,
on Hill Coljege, Wisconsin State College at Milwaukee,
s Gollege, Btockton College, The State University of

; The University of Denver, San Francisco Stete Cole
e, end Lynchburg College.,

5 The Enivarsity of ﬁanvar, The State University of
bWk, Stockton College, Mllis College, Wiesconsin State

> iage gt Milwaukes, Southern Esthadist University, and
L1ls College.
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In four schools the wrlting laberatory is required

of all students at one time or another. In Wisconsin State

College at River Palls every sectlon of Qommunicatians

(Freshmen) has & scheduled laboratory hour every week, in
which the section instructor deals with writing difflicul~
ties and other communication difficulties of his students,
- In Goshen College the English Cliniec is required of all.
sophomores. In The ﬂniversity of Miaml The Writing Clinie
is = subsztitute for the traditionsal Preshman English and
is required of &ll entering féashman end of all transfer

judents. In The University of Florids the laboratory is
writing phase of the Comprehenslive Remding, Writing,
1d Speeking Freshman English Course and is rquireﬂ of
7;; In Muskingum

College the laboratory is reguired of
students in the Communisation Progran. |

In nineteen schools the uriﬁing'labaratarﬁ m&y;be
red of students who are doing poor work in eny course
puse of inadequacy in writing akil&s.é Credit may be

. 6 The University of Bridgeport; the Stete University
ers College at Poisdam, Hew Yorky Dartmouth Collegej
alr 8tate Teachers College; Contra Costa Junior Cole

Alsbuma College; Troy Stabte Temchers College; The
slty of North Carolinaj Duke University; Moorhead
sote) State Teachers Collegel Floride 8State Univer-
Eastern Washington College of Educationi Hobart and
- Bmith Collegesi Occldental College; The University
ag; Wayne University; George Willlams Uollege;

urg College; and Michigan State College.

4
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withheld untll clesrance is given by the lnsiructor of the
The ruling is enforced sometimes by a

writing leborsatory.
dean, sometimes by a commlitiee on student use‘of English,
Only

sometimes by the individusl lnstructor.
Avellebility to publie not enrolled in school.

five, or less than ten per cent, of the laborstories extend

their services to people not reglistered in the school, and
Directors of labore=

very few péaple take advantage of the proffered services,

gi&eeording to questiomneire returns.
ories st Iowa State College, the State University of lows,
kﬁha Vnivérsity of Denver, New Mexlco Highlands University,
end The University of Missouri indicate that if townspeople
s@u&atiinfarmgbien sbout & writing problem from anyone at
ﬁaﬂéehnal they are referrsd to the writing laboratory.
sually the éussﬁiang are simple and the answers are brief,

. Speeciel fees cherged for use of laboratories. Only
ive schools, eccording te questionnsire returns, make
?ecial charges far people using the writing laboratory.
_é Univeralty of Tennessee and Lynchburg College simply
indicate that a fee is charged. The University of Denver
” ggas six deilaré per guarter to those not regis?ared in
sic Commmication, Wisconsin State College at Milwaukee
ﬁarges one dollar for each nine weeks, The University of
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" Forth Csroline chaerges ten dollars per quarter.

‘Hours per wéek wviting lsboratories are open. There

!"n““””ﬁ] Frage oo

18 a wide variatian in the number of hours per week the

" writing laboretories sre open in the different sghools
studled. Answers to the question "How meny hours per week
is the laborsatory open?" varled from ) to 50. The Univer~
sity of Florida heads the list with fifty hours available.
The Chico State College laborstory was originally open only
8ince the fall of 1952 it has been

éna hour pear week.
In Appendix B may be found the

éﬁsn five hours per week.
nnmher of hours per week sach laborastory is open, except
for the fourteen aschools which did not furnish information
on the number of hours per week thelr lsborstories are

C. VARIATION IN LABORATORY NAMES

Writing lxbgratnrieé ge by twenty-one ﬁifferént
aaaas in the glxty colleges and universitles ineluded in

;ia staﬁy‘ The word leboratory ocours t&#ntywniaa ttmaa,
he word glinic twenty-four times; im fiftywthree out of

fxty nemes the word labaratagz or algg@i occurs. The
1ting Labsra%wrx is by far the most populsr neame,




80

occurring sixtsen timas;7 Hext Iin order come The Writing

glinie, nine timess The English Laboraltory, seven times;?

The English Clinie, six times; 0 The English Writing
Clinig, thres times;ll The Communlcationg Laboratory; three
timeg;lg The Composition Clinie, two timea;lB and The

Writer's Clinie, two times, 4t Some of the services would

. T In The General College in The University of Mimne-
© sotej Contre Costa Junior College; Bethany College; Los

i Angeles Stete (ollege; St. Mary College} Colgete Univer~
#1ty; Webster College; Stephens College} Duke University;
¥oorheed State Teachers College; Sen Diego State College;
‘Oswego State Teachers Jollege; The University of Denver;
The Stete Universlty of Iowaj S8an Francisco State College;
and The University of Florida.

8 In Western Michigen Gollege of Education; The Uni-
ergity of Miemij; Iows State Teschers College} The Univer=-
1ty of Misgsouri; Dartmouth College} Eamtern Washington
y1lege of Educatlony State University Teachers College at
@tsamm, Hew York; Rockhurst College; and Iowa State Cole
? In Southern Methodist University; Stockton Gallag%
acksonville Btate Teamchers Oollsge; Alabama College; New
exico Highlands University} and The University of Texas.

- 10 14 Lynehburg,@aliege* Uhic Universityj Goshen
‘llege; Plorids State vnivarsity; Central College; end
lergon College.

- 1 In Chico Btate College; Loyole University of Los
eles} and The University of Illinois.

12 tn ?ray State Teachers College; Wisconsin State
1lege ot River Fellsy snd FMuskingua Gallege.

N 13 1 Weyne University; Montelair State Teachers
lege.

1 In Wheelock College; Sacramento Stete Gollege.
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seeﬁ.by their name to have no connectlon with thie study,
but the services rendsred make fhem come within the com=
pass of writing laborstery as defined in this study (see
pege 6). There are thirteen different names for the labo-

ratory in thirteen other eehaols.l5
D. INDIVIDUAL WRITING-LABORATORY HISTORIE3

Only thirty-six, or sixty per cent, of the schools
~gooperating in thils study gave some idea in queationnaire
returns of the historical development Qf'tha writing laboe
,&ateriaa in thelr institutions, Beversl snswers were
lfairly detalled, but many were rather sketchy and vegue,
iaeveral sorrespondents indicsted that common knowledge
sbout the beginnings end early development of the writing
iabgrateriea in their schools is uncertain snd meager.

'1gure I 1 a graphicel representetion of the inereasge in

15 Wisconsin State College at Milwaukee, The ﬁagig
~11niasg Setan Hi1l Q@llege. The - ﬂ@wm-g setions

<

wpgtgrf; T&a ﬁniversity @f Hinneanta. Fan mp

guage Laboratorys The Unlversity Qf Briég&pﬂrty Thﬁ
Enpiish Leboratory; The Bﬁiveriity ol Tagn@usea, :

;'barabar‘: Mills College, English 1 :
Tillams College, Egmsgialnnswffm

": ege, » Fundsmentals of Written gﬁgosifian; .
'niéﬁntal callage,.m<““13h HRemand Uourse } on College,
igdlsh Tutorial; Hobart and Willieam Bmith Colleges, Comw ‘

26 of Enpglishi and Michigan State College
vgmeﬁ?"Seréiaﬁ. 8¢

R
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FIGURE 1

TNCRTASE IN NUMBER OF WRITING LABORATCRIES
FROM 1932 TO 1952%
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. number of leboratories whose histories are known, from one
in 1932 to thirty-six in 1952.

Individusl histories reveal that a few laboratories

were started In the 1930's to liven traditionsl progrems.

Considerable impetus was glven to the movement in the
1940's, several laboratories whlch had opened on a volun=-
tary basis now requiring sttendance of certaln students.
The early 1950's have seen & further inoresse in the num-
ber of leboratories end & continuation of innovations and

‘adéad rogulirements in certain of the older laeboretorles,

Ireditional progreams li#enag‘gx_ggg;g laboratories,
In thé six laborstories organized during the 1930's, coﬁ-
fderable effort seems to have been made to make the
rograns intéreating to the studente.

| The piongér laboratory, in the General College of
the University of Minneaaﬁa, was set up in 1932 %o present
®"English" te the students in such & wey as to encoursage
t@gm, It was felt they should be permitted to call upon
ﬁﬁ}instruetar at the time the problems srise snd to work -
ﬁﬁ ¥ra3a¢ﬁﬂvreq§ir9d in other classes as well es on pef-
ﬁa&l letters, business letters, and other wriﬁten work
i@ing out of parsanalynaa&s* Since 1932 the instructors

" the laboratory heve endeavored to develop anjaymeﬁt in

i
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writing on the part of the students.
In Pebruary, 1934, Miss Carrie E. Stanley opened

at The Sﬁate Universzity of Iows what was then called the
Writing Clinic (since then the name has been changed to
¥Writing Lsboratory) on & comeeone-come=all basis. Those
were the deys before the present communication skills, the
unfortunate time, writes Miss Stanléy, when the freshman
eeuraa'regularlyistress&d rending for the most part,
leaving largely for the sophomore yesr the problem of
inadeguacies in writing, Only the very poorest of the .
freshmen had much to worry ebout} the rest were carried
along. To help out in this more or less ahéetie situatian,
Remedlel English made lts start and hes since funéticneﬁ |
sontinuously. Through the yaara'it hag kept itself simple
in organization and sufficiently flexible to direct its
ﬁiﬁyta the variaty of n&aé& that meet it, Instesd of aﬁm
‘;eying the approsch through literature almost alone, as
Q;g the early dayn for the most of its students, 1t turns
_sewhta the epproach and meterials required by the widely
ergified interests of those who éema to it
° . The Writing Lsboratory at‘Ths Eﬂivarsity of Florida
s establishaé in 193% es an integral part of the Compre-
neive freshman English course--Resding, Speaking, and
iting. The laboratory was opened with the hope of
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giving puplls an opportunity to get at actual present needs
in writing, instead of wasting time in getting ready to

write. Spending two hours a wesk ln a laboratory equipped

with tebles and chairs, students were allowed to work on

letters, book reports, term papers, and other material
- which they had been essigned in nen~English courses.

The Composition Condition Laboratory et The Univer&

sity of North Carcline was one of the early lsboratories
ﬁa be required of certein people. Through its eighteen
years of exlstence since 1934, attendance has been required
of those who fall a proficlency exasmination at the sopho-
more level and of thasa people referred by faculty members.
| The Writing Clinic was sterted at Dartmouth College
hﬁauﬁ 193&. Hepre alse attendance has been required of
people referred by faanity members. In 1949 the services
%aﬁ been built up to the extent that three men were on the
ataff. | ,.
Fifteen years prior %o 1952 the English Tutorisl
srvice was well esteblished at Alblon Uollege. Growth
8nd expension have been slow, but the college administra-

3
on has become inecreasingly Ilnterested in the project.

Required sttendence smghaslse& during the early
1940ts. Although seversl of the twenby-one writing lsbo-

ratories opened during the early 1940's were opened on a
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voluntary-attendance basis and although some of them still

operate on that basis, the emphasis during the period from
1941-1946 was on required attendsnce.

The first laboratory %o be started during the 1940's
was the Writing Clinic at Easterm Washington College of
‘Educatlon, Attendance wes required from the start of those
students referred.

The genesis of the English (Clinie at Florida State
University was the sctivation in-1943 of en old faculty
ruling that students must demonstrate sbility to use Eng-
~1ish properly before belng gradusted. A profliclency exam~-
instion was instituted st the Junior level. Those who
1led were required %o seek help in the English Clinic.
‘addition, faculty members weére asked to refer people
?@-hhe ¢linie on a compulsory basis if they did not write
xeceptably. | |
Originally the work wes carried on arcund one desk
ﬁh an English eonference room. Now a ¢lassroom hes been
Msigned which hes B large érfica and an sdeguste storage
iwm.
5At first only one member of the faculty gave any
§§m@ to the clinle, but graduslly the staff was increased
until four faculty mambers devote a total of twenty-nine
léased hours and £1fty-sight unassignéa hours to the
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work each week.

Attendsnce at two of the three laborasbtorles opened
during 194l wes reculred of certain people. Originelly the
English Leboratory at Stockton College provided for a two~

. hour lsborstory session as an adjunct to the regular

} courses at the thirteenth~ and fourteenth-year levels,

N Soon, however, arrangements were made for edditionsl

é voluntary uss of the laboratory by people who needed help

. on eny ﬁfiting problem, whether or not they were enrolled

‘4n the English classea. The English Workshop at Mills
fﬁallage started snd still is a two-hour adjunct to the
~pegular composition course, But the Writing Cliniec st the
Iniversity of Illinois was opened on & voluntery-asttendence
‘basis end stlll functions in that weay,

All the thfee writing leboratories inengursted in
945 were opened on a veluntary-attendance basis, but two

i f them now have attendance required of certain people in
the regular compesition or communicstion course, The Eng~-
Lish Laboratory wes started at FRew Mexico Highlands Univerw
81ty in 1945 by Dr. Quincey C. Burris, Chairmen of the
English Department. Doctor Burriz during the following
¥yesr brought Doctor Anne Lohrli to the campus to continue

the work on a part-time basis, Doctor Lohrli has operated’
“the laboratory since that time in the English office of the
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|~ school on & voluntary-attendance basis. The Writing Labo-

ratory at‘san(Franciseo State College was insugurated

sbout 1945. Until Beptember, 1951, attendance was volun-
tarys English teachers recommended students one month after
each semester began. The laboratoery sessions 4id not begin
“untll six weeks after the start of each semester. At the

. University of Denver, eighty-three students reported on a
_self-referral basls during the first semester of 1945,

en the 1aherzhery was opened. In 1947 the custom of
using writing samples as a basis for enrolling students in
baratory classes of ten was introduced.

Both writing lsborstories opened in 1946 have had
sttendance #equirad of ﬂertain people., The Wrlting Service
of the Department of Written snd Spoken English at Michigen
tate College has been open to anyone lnterested, but
tendance 13 required of those students referred by face
Uity members. At Lawrence College the laboratory was |
Lzﬁraduge& as & reguired sub-freshmsn srrangement for
ﬂ‘aﬁgnts whé needed to attain proficlency sufficlent to

t the regular composltion course. .

SBwing towsrd optional sttendence in leboratories

8stablished in 1947. Four of the five lsboratories epened

ing 19&7 were stsrted on a8 voiuntarywattendanee bagis.,
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Three of them are stlll open on that basls, as will be
evident in the following paragrsphs.

The English Glinic at‘Gentral College began in the
£f8ll of 1947, when Dr. Maryanna Hamer was asked to glve
glinical help to weak-in-English sbtudents., It was orig-
4nally designed to help freshmﬁn‘ Soon, however, its
‘services were extended to students who failed to pamss the
‘English seetion of the sophomore test requirsd of all.
Paesing this test is now a regquirement for géaduntian and
se who fall must teke adventage of the English Glinic.‘

The Universal English Laboratory was opensed at The
ﬁiversityfaf Bridgeport in 1947. BSince then 1%t has
@ysrahe&‘tdrimpreve the writing of those students whoss
ork has been found unacceptable by varlous members of the
wsulty. h
The writingzﬁabmratery at Colgate University was
tarted in 1947. During the past three ysars of its
gtenge 1t has been integrated with the Punctional
,iting Program,

. In the fall of 1947, the pﬁasﬁat investigator was
ased from teaching for helf-time %o develop & writing
oratory &t San Diego State (ollege. He began et his

x counseling students who made voluntary appointments
th him to talk about their writing problems. The desk
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wes one of several In a temporery bullding. As the result
of an intensive advertlsing campaign, business began to

grow to sueh an exbtent that during its second year varlous

classrooms were assigned for about half of the eight hours
during which the laborstory operated each week, A% present
the laboratory has its own quarters and is still open on &
?bluntary«attaﬁdanee basis.

The Writing Clinic was begun at Western Michigan
Bollege of Education Iin September, 1947, when one of the
gradustes was asked to tutor some of the more handicepped
;rhateria students. Another instructor was sdviser asnd
iped plan the method of instruction., Fulletime stetus
58 ﬁhen g&vea te the Clinic. The student load has fluew
aated between seventy and & hunﬁred and £ifty, iargﬁiy
eseuse of the illnass during part of the time of its
;-aatar, Mr, Joéﬁph Gy Torok,

Innevatimns noted in older laborstories during 1948.
ides tha apaning of four new 1&barat0riea, 1948 saw
L] innovatianu in old&r l&bavaterins. The Englieh
orisl Service at Albi@n Gollege, wbieh had been in
v@ten@a for at 1@&3% elevan years, waa made available to
ifstu&ents. The wrihing Olinic at ﬂh@ ﬁniversity of

?nsia was reactlivated under new leadarahip after a
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lspse of exlstence during the early post-war years. In the

Writing Leboratory at The University of Denver, a central
records office was opened, a vocabulary class and a crea-
tive writing ciamss for superlor students were s%arte&, |
Cooperative English Teéts were administered, integration
with the regular composition class was effected, and e
faculty sdvisory committee was formed. At Western Michigan
Collegs of Education, student assistants were secured for
¥r. Torok, the director of the Writing Clinie, and enroll~
ment was doubled; and attention was shifted from sub-
standard to standard-level students, in whom improvement

8 more noticeable.

Iittle is known about three of the four laboratories
instituted in 1948. The one at Chico State College oper-
#bed on a vary'limitad s¢ale until the fall of 1952, when
expanded metivities, plamned earlier, took effesct. The
tart of the Writing Laboratory at Stephens College was
oncomitant with that of the Communications Department,
s8ibly ebout 1948. The English Clinie et Anderson Colw-
¢ was originally s compulsory aaureé Tor all who had
de & D in either semester of freshman English., Now it
metions es a referrel clinic to which any feculty member
gend studsnts, subject to the approvel of the Committee
1 English Usege.
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At Webster College the Writing Laboratory grew out
of & Communlcetlon Program which wes esteblished st Webster
College during the fall of 1948. Sister Edwin Mary had
- atbtended, during the previous smmmer, the Minnesots Woﬁka
shop of the Cooperative Study of the Horth Central Asscei-
'&tian, to which Webster CGollege belongs. As a result of
the success of the Communlecatlon Program, Sister Hdwin
Mery declded to try the writing laboratory as a creative
‘viting sectlion of the program. Creative writing eeur#&s
had elvays been in existence on the campus, but never before
%n‘th@'frgshmxn level, 8ister Edwin Mary feels that she
Would not have the better freshmen ge back to the tradi-
tionel themeswriting English course because they are much
re highly ﬁﬂtivaked and stimulated by the laberatory sets
ﬁgy in which they ere éllawed ﬁudh more freedom and in
which they are relieved of humedrum repotition of gremmar
ihd usage with which they have long hed & functionsl
eguaintance., |

Thres new 1a§gratep&aa started in 1949, In 1949
ree nawyuribing 1&b¢$aﬁeéiéa were started, according to
estlonneire returns. At Southern Methodist University
the laboretory grew out of a grammar review course called
%Eagliah 0," which hed been instituted in 1946 sas & non-

eredit assisbaneé for veterans who had been out of high
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school for varying periodes. In 1949, when the crest of the

veteran wave was past (et leest in freshman courses) a

_ deeision was mede to continue the work in the present
~writing laboratory. In Wisconsin State College at River
Falls, & fourth laborstory hour was sdded to the three

| reguler mestings of the Freshman Communications Course, In
this hour eaech lnstructor, with the aid of a senlor essist-
b, works individuelly with the atudents in his section,
mostly in @anfeéanﬁa. At Oswego State Teachers College the
extensive plans of those interested in a writing laborestory
ﬁﬁra blocked in budget meebtings, but a determined begine
ning was made, volunteer tescher time outside the normal
loud being used mnd one of the classrooms being adspted

oy iabarkﬁory usé. The laboratory was staffed for twelve
%ﬁ&ra & week and students were invited to come in with

ir writing prabléméc However, studente end pobentiel
Terrale«teschers alike were reluctant to burden teechers
were already overworked., As a consequencs, referrals

have been very infrequent.

More innovations snd seven new lsborstories gince

}50. 8eversl laboratories have reported that changes
ave been mede in thelr setups since 1950, At The Univerw
fty of Denver a manual of procedures and an evelustion

ieet have been introduced. At Eastern Washington College

b=
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.af Education a sophomore exsmination has been put into use
- a8 one basis for referral to>tha laborstory,. At Saﬁ Diego
Btate College a speaial room has been provided; and s
dlstinct sdventage has been noted in having & place def-
Initely known as the Writing Leborstory. At Albion Collsge
the lasboratory has Eaan made avallable for unit credit,
At San Pransisco State College, attendance &t the lsbora-
dory has become a2 requirement for low~ranking students in
the communiesations program, end regular stafl members
teach some sectlons originally taught by student assist-
gnts; At Central College advenced standing 1s now with-
%'alﬁ until wfiting in &ll courses has been evaluated in
‘the English Clinic as accepteble., At Western Michigen
ellege of ‘Education the laboratory has been meved into a
ew building. Aﬁ Chleo Btete College, activities. of the
itboratory have been sxpended, the time open per week
alng innraaséd from one heour to five hours,.
, Seven new laboratories have been insugurated since
950. These will be discussed in the following concluding
sregrephs of this review of the histories of individual
riting leboratories. _ _
o Very 11ttle iﬁfafm&tian was given'in questionnaire
sturns about the historlies of four laboratories except i

e dabes cf their esteblishment. At Iowe Btete Teachers
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College the service was started in the winter quarter of

1951«52, At Moorhead State Teachers College remedisl
writing, formerly taught as & noncredit preliminary course ,
to College English was put on a voluntary baasis es a
writing laboratory, with more flexlibility of hours, during
the year 1951«52, At Wigeconsin State Collage,'ﬁilwaukée,
 the four clinicseein réading, writing, apeakingl end speil~
ingewwere given independent status in 1950. Since 1946
. they had been coperated es parts of English classes. The
: isboratory at Contra Coste Junior College was inltlated
_when the collegs was opened on February 1, 1950.
At Montelalr State Teachers College, during the
sthool year 195051, Miss Annie Dix was allotted time on
her schedule for the Composition Oliniec, but there was no
gooperation on ths part of the faeulty in referring stue
dents. Duaring 1951-52, however, the Dean of Instruction
geve his support and cooperation. The reglstrar in
signing rooms hag left Migs Dix's regular classroom
yacent s often as pogsible so that Miss Dix mey see stu~
dents in the room. At other times, she sees them on a
bench in the h@ll.

The Composition Clinic has been in operation at
yne University since January, 1950. A committee of the
BEnglish Departﬁant (College of Liberal Arts) first
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". puggested 1t after canvassing and rejecting the possibility

of making the second semester of the composition course a

fi senior college requirement. Aid for the Clinic was re-
-guested of the Bniéersity Councll of Deens at that time;
;but the College of Liberal Arts was told to expevimenﬁ with
lit for a time on its own. Although some sort of permanent
status and some mlle-university responsiblility for the
flinic was sgaln requested of the Council of Deans in 1951,
the Clinie remains experimentsl and the sole responsibility
of the College of Liberal Arts still,

The staffing of the Clinic and the conference method
have remeined the sams throughout the peried. Vearious de-
vices for getting wider University use of the Clinle have
pen tried éﬁﬁ, But in general the operations of the
Yinic have remained the same throughout its period of
‘srimmntatién' _ v

In April, 1951, ﬁfiﬁkgn anﬁnancem@nt was made to the
eulty at Rockhurst College thet sn Eﬁgliﬁhgﬁlinim wes to
¢ set up by tﬁa‘ﬁnglish Department for studerits who sesk
lp in the eszentials of correct end effective English.
lome students were to report volunterily, others by’direﬁwj
on of their instructors or advisers. BSome would receive
struction only on those points In which they were week}
thers would sppear regularly for & unified course, Since
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1951, the Olinic has functloned as 1t wes set up to do.

The service st Sacramento 8tate College hes been in
apération since April, 1951, The genesis wes & meeting of
the Instructional Procedures Committee, &t which the low
norms of credential cendidetes on the Cooperative English
Test were pointed out. The faculty agreed thaﬁ the stuw

ST § e e T

dents as & group were deflcient in both oral and written

English, The dean appointed a committee, which after much
pooling, questionnalring, and discussing decided wpon a
leboratory program as the best means of meeting the probe=
lem, &h& laboratory has become & permanent part of the
gollege program and 1s expected to grow &t least for some
time. _ » ‘ |
At Occldentel College, the service was first handled

. on s tutorisl basis by members of the English Department |
and one or two retired high school teachers living nearby,
Btudents had to present two papers writtén under test
onditions to & member of the English Department and to the
%rafesssr who remended him, These papers hed toc be sceept-
#d or he could not be graduated, |

The service was next handled in & one~hour-per-wesk
g3 taught by three members éf the Department of Englishme
ich m&mher-taking the clzss for four to five weeks. This:
Work, like the tutoring, was done by Department members in
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addition to full, regulsr loads,

The present system has been in operation for a year
and & half. Mrs. Annette Lynech, & regular instructor, has
been released for one«fifth of her load to conduct the

remand eouwrse for two hours per weeok,

E. COORDINATION OF WRITING LABORATORIEB
WITH OTHER PERSONNEL SERVICES

In order that & general picture of the counseling of
various kinds done in the various schools might be obtained,
- persons answering the questionnaire were asked to cheek eny
¢ twelve definite acunseling services listed which they
“¥mew ebout in their schools. In addition, there was an
thﬁrﬁgnatagaryu Fortywnine schools reported that there
5 at;l&aaﬁ one gervice besides the wrlting laboratory. A
sgbulation of theae services ls shown in Table VIII on page
“ﬁu
Formal coordination of the writing leboratery with
yther personnel serviees in the aéilagas and universities
joems to be scant. Indeed, the writing laboratory is not
onsidered & personnel service even in many schools in
ﬁ?ﬁah the léhgrahawy is open to all students., Only twenty-
iight 1abeéataty directors described mny formal coordina-
v"an en.queabiannaire returns. Seversl deplored the situsw

78

tion; others were h@p@fﬁl for the early realizetion of

T8



TABLE VIII

FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE OF PERSONKEL SERVICES
OTHER THAN WRITING LABORATORIES
SPONSORED BY SIXTY SCHOOLS
WITH WRITING LABORATORIES

Bama of Service _ Number

Veteren Counseling

Reeding Clinie

Special English Laboratory for foreipgn students
Bpelling Clinie ,
¥ath Clinie

Foreign Langusge Clinle
sbulary Laboratory
tening Laboratory
gat&ﬂaal Counseling

Auditory Lah@ratary ~staring Laboratory
Clothing Style and Grooming Laboratory
Family Relations Clinie

dy Clinie

orial inm every department
ping Laboratory
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0
o
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ﬁ
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plans for coordination. Several directors menticned the
fagt that their schools are so small thet informal and
occaslonal conferences among the various teachers and

gdvisers seem to sulflice.

Agencies through which coordination is effected.

‘Five different agencies were reported as instru§ental in
_éffseﬁing coordination among the personnel services. In
é&ibian,.éiéeet eross-referral wes mentioned by seven
Lrectors.,

Verious desns are responsible for heading.up the
ersonnel services in eleven schools. In some cases
srrals are made only through them, and in some casges
Bporte are made to tham by the writing laboratories. These
zﬁ?an~de€na ineluﬁa silx Deans of Btudents, one Dean of
nstruction, one Desn of the College, one Desn of Men, one
an of WBmﬁn, and one Dean of Curriculum,

In.tuafﬁahaels conferences with and reports to the
dividusl student's counselor are considered useful,

In eleven schools there is an all~sehool counseling
vice to which the writing service ig responsible. Five
‘ théss meinteln & Counseling Center; six of them utilize
l?aaulty Counseling Committee,

In seven schools there 1s close cooperation among

¢ various lsborstories concerned with communication
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‘skills, These laboratories are all under the supervisilon

. of a coordinator.

A University Senate Commitbtee on Student English

and two College Committees on Student English are respons-
sible in three other achools for the sctivitles of the
writing laboratories, These committees clesr referrals to

the laborstories and releases from them,

*

Distinctive aspects of coordination in five schools.

The director of the Writing Laborstory at San Diego State
follege is & member of the Personnel Services Committee, i
~which mests Eiwwaekly to talk over common problems and ‘
‘ #ﬁhange idesg, Cheirmen of divisions snd dspartmenﬁé are
invstedifthree at a time in rotation, to sit in on these
bgtings in order %o become acguainted Hiﬁhjﬁﬁﬂ various 1
srvices offered and to make suggestions for their improvee (
Lnﬁw Other feculty members are welcome,
Tha chairmen of the Personnel Services Committee is

ﬁ&xaatar of Student Personnel Services and maintains &
sunseling Center, He is respanxihla to the Desn of Stue
ﬁ#nts, whe 18 & member of the administrative committee of
eollege, headed by ths President of the College. ‘

Ih order that members of the Personnel Services

%éﬁmittoe may become better escquainted with the services

“ - - _,;ﬁm
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offered by other members of the committee, the committes
meets in retation in the various labo:atories and service
centers., Hach director describes hls services, points out
important features of hils servics, and answers questions
when the committee meets at hig locatlon,

At Central College esach faculty member reports each
ccﬁferenca with a counselee on written forms to the dean.
The desn reportsz all cases coming under jurisdletion of the
‘English Clinic to the director of the clinic and requires
studenﬁ# to report to the clinic for necessary help.

| At Michigen State College there 1z an Improvement
ervice Committee to coordinate the work of Reading,
#i%ing, Speesh, end Arithmetic Services. It m&ets twieﬁ
,ah guerter in ﬁha Department of Written and Spoken Eﬁgm
'ﬁsh to datarmina problems of grades, enrelim&nt, attend-
ﬁﬁa&, and registration, A gusrterly rsport is made by the
director ef eech service to the Head of Written and Spaken
English. Feur*byﬂsix cards, on whieh is recorded the werk
éach stﬁdant, are kept on file in the main office of
the Written and $paken English Deparment. Any instructor
iﬁ'ths college may refer to %hié file.
At Wayne University the reading eclinic, spelling
inic, énd voaahularyllabarﬁtéry sre all part of & sectlcn
tfilled Reading Effiaianﬁy éndbstuég 8kills. This saati&n
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18 under the Division of Student Persommnel, responsible to

the Dean of Students. The Composition Clinic refers stu-
dents to this section when the need is indicated.

The speech c¢clinlc and heariﬁg ald servieces sre part
of the College gf Educatlon, responsible to the Speech
Depurtment. The speech c¢linic does not deal with lesser
speech difflculties, and for that reason there is s working
aérungem&nt with & member of the speech debartment who
works with students who have such diffliculties and who are
referred to him by the Composition Clinic. |

Both the hsalth serviee, under which are mental and
physical health services, and the Educational Counseling
vﬁenteé, which includes testing services and psychological
tounseling, are responsible to the Dean of Students., The
»ﬁﬁmpcsitfﬁn Clinie has reguler referral forms end feels
fres to send students for psychological help to this

anter.

The Gollege of Libersl Arts slso has &n office for
cademliec Counseling, which 1s eof fregquent use to the Com«
position Clinie, h

In the General College, University of Minnesots,
aeulty members notify the counseling office of the aéllaga
£ & need, The counseling office consults with the Liters-
Ture and Writing Bepartmént, then refers the student to the
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. Writing Laboratory.

? F, RESPONSIBILITY OF THE WRITING LABORATORY
IE MAINTAINING GENERAL AND SPECIFIC
STANDARDS OF ENGLIBH

In enalyzing the integration of the wrlting lsbora~
tory with the edliege or university as a whole, an attempt 
ﬂ#s mede to ascertaln to whet extent the séhool depends
upon the leboratory to meinteln standsrds of English in
genersl end to what extent the school depends on the labo-
ratory to give spscifie instruetion in the writing require~
ments of specisl arese. The genersl sspect of this problem
s reflected in the guestionnaire by the question "Is
fevery teacher m teacher of writing'! the polliecy of the
ole school, or do you feel thet, for the nost part,
1ting prébl&msfaré congidered by the faeulty as the
encern of the English Department only?" The specific
gpect of the problem was presented in three guestions:

Are the writing problems somewhst unique to a special ares
T subjects {science, law, humenities) stressed by the
epartments aancgrmad? Is the English Department asked to
énduct a special course in any of these fields? Does

cur labdfatary make any speclal effort to meet these

ndividual problems?
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Is every teacher a tescher of writing? There 1s a

wide difference among scholers as to whether the lay

teacher can or should be concerned with correct writing.

Jahnanulékmaiﬂtains thet eighty per cent of the teachers

in Americen colleges and universities are not capsble of
teaching good writing. Virtuel! implies that every teacher
‘must unremittingly teach and insist on high standerds, He
’veiates that in returning s set of term papers once he
remarked to e junior: "If you write like this, you'll

ver pass the profigiency exsmination."™ The student |
aﬁplied: "0h, Itve already pessed it." Virtue coneludes
that if habits and attitudes are to be improved, faculty
gmbers other than English teachers must lebor over stue
{,nt PRDETE, _

A% the University of Illincls students are warned
 the Stylebook gg,gggliah, which is prepared by the Com=
ttee on Student English, that their professors may nob
much concerned sbout the niceties of expression, but that
outside world will expect full communicstion. The

1ing ls phrased succinetly es follows:

. 16 purges Johlnson, Good
racuse University, 1932); p.

- 1T John B. Virtue, "Proficiency Examination in Eng-
sh Composition et the Universlty of Eansas," College
ish, 91199-203, Jsnuary, 1948. -

Writing {Syracuse, New York:
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» « » The college professor knows the subject matter,
the jargon, and the idess--where and how they fit in
« » » Conseguently he can easily supply links in logile
and may ignore laxity in spelling and the mechanies of
writing in order to focus his attention on your msstery
of subject mstter and specisliged techniques. For him,
partial communication is likely to be adequate. In the
outside world, where your mastery of meterial is
asaumed, full communlcation will be expscted; you will
ordinarily have to make a whole situation clear to a
nonexpert, In such communiecation, laxity in the con~
ventions of writing or speech detracts seriocusly from
effectiveness. It deflects attention froTscontent to
& judgment of you as a spesker or writer.

There is a wide divergence in what writing labora=
;fary direetors observe to be the mstual practice in the
chools in whieh they serve. Of forty-eight directors wh¢
ansvered thialaaﬁtien of the questionnaire, twenty-three,

r slightly fewer than half, feel that at least a goodly
ﬂﬁhsr‘ar thé faculties on whieh they serve are aeneernéd
Ath having their students write acceptably. Most of the
caatyuthrse express an unwillingness to generalize and
vFint out thet the practice varies from department to
lspartment and from individusl to individual} but they
ﬁ&infain that 1a general the fasulty accepts the respone~
bility.- Several directors report that the matter 1s dige

ugsed regularly in feculty meetings, others that the

18 Stylebook of En 1ish, prepared by Cormittee on
tﬁ?ﬁnt English { banaz The University of Illinols, n.du),
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propaganda circulated by committees on student use of Enge
lish and by the laboratories and clinics has served to
alert the faculty. Seven directors of laboratorles indi-
cate only a sllght interest in high stendards of English
~on the part of the faeulty in general. BSeven others aver
that thelr faculties give lip service to, but do not |
practice, the slogan "Every te;ahsr 8 teacher of English."
 Eleven directors state fletly thet, for the most part,
iting problems are considered by their facultles as the
sneern of the English Depertment only.

Mesting urit;gg problems in specific areas. Again
@ﬁgnﬁywthree writing l&baratarf directors indicate that

‘ﬁriting problems somewhet unigque to speciel areas of sgube -
Jeets are stressed by the departments concerned in their
Sehools, Specifiecally mentioned are legal writing, engl-
25 o éepagt Writiﬁg, Busziness Engliah, commercial rapart;
ting, end direct mail campaign writing &bt the University
Illineia;vaaianﬁifia'reparﬁ writing and business letter ‘
iting gtlﬁan Blego %tate Collegey business education at .
ntelair State Teachers College; business education at
&tern Michigan College of Educatlon; éngineering writing
ﬁ‘ﬁﬁaineaa aémiaiatra%iﬁﬁ writing at the aeﬁaral\ﬁollagﬁ
' The Hnivérsity’@f Mirnnesota; engineering writing at

ke University; taéhnieal writing for engineers and
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 sclence students, and business students at Sacramento State
> lGe11ege; and seientifiec report writing at Albion College.

Nineteen dlrectors indicate that no effort is made in

 specific departments to stress writing problems peculiar to

 their fields; four are uncertain; and fourteen do not
answer the question. |

The English Eepartment c;nducts special courses in
: Eﬁgl&sh for other departments in eﬁly eight of the schools
guestionnaired. In Wisconsin State College &t River Falls
there 1s & course in Agrieultursl Jeurnaliam, Iﬁ The
fniversity of North Carolins there is an advenced exposie
tion course for pre-law students, & sclentific report
ﬁriting course for adveneced science students, and an adw
vunced business writing course for studente in commerce.
5 Chleo State College & course is condueted for the
wecience Division., A gpeclial experimental writing seminer
being conducted for the Division of Conservation at
i-éhigan State Gollege. A speciel section to help students
wlth technliesl langusge has been set up for the Scilence
Pivision at San Frenclseo State College. Business English
is made & supplement to the aamgesition course at The
iversity of Bridgeport. At Weyne University the English
Department gives a course in the foundstions of criticism |

¢h is used by other departments in the general ares of
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- humanities and by majors in the humanities. The Basie
 -Gommuniaations Department of the Division of Communicatians:
| eonducts e special course in engineering writing at The
University of Denver,
| Twenty-nine laboratory directors say that they make

aﬂspecial efforte to meet individual writing problems unique

”'in certain fields of learning. Twenty others indicate that!
‘they confine thelr efforts to the mechanies and organizae
ion prcbléma common to all writing. The other eleven do

t say what thelr poliey is. ‘ : ;

G. PROMOTION AND ADVERTISEMENT
OF WRITING LABORATORIES

One problem which confronts all directers of writing
oratorles, aspéaially those open on & wvoluntary basis,
that of meking the availability of the services imown on
- campus.. &n ever shlfting gtudent and faculty populs~
ton makes continuous diligence in sdvertisement necessary.
tention in this section is given to those means by which
boretories are advertised and otherwise promoted in
hools cocperating in this study. Consideration is given
4he extent to whiech eredit toward s diplome is offepred
&n inducement; to catalog announcements, brochures, and

letins; to referral and report blenks; and to lesser
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forms of orsl and written representation of the laboraw-

: " tordes to the students and faculty.

Init credit for lasborstory work. Eight schools

report thet they give ceredit toward & diplome for work
‘done in the writing laboratory. The State University of
Iowa sllows two hours of credit«a semester if the student
is reglstered in English 10:10 and does not already have
twelve hours eredit in the Basie 8kills, including Basle
Mothematics. The University of Miami, in which the Writing
¢liniec is the freshmen English course, gives six hours
érsdit in two semesters. The Ceneral College cof The Univer
#ity of Minnesota, in which the Writing Laboratory is like-
wiee the freshman English course, allows three units of
sredit & quarter. Students may enroll in the laboratory

r as many as four quarters. The University of Florida,

. which the Writing Laboratory is a part of the compre-
hensive English course in speaking, reading, and writing,
‘ants four hours & semester for the whole course. Fow
hools-«~Alblon Géllage,"saersmantarﬁtate College, San
anclsco State College, and Webster College-~glve one

unit of credit a semester if the work done is regularly
jhsduled in connection with work done in the regulsr
e¢ahman Englisﬁ course.
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Cetalog deseriptlons, brechures, and bulletins.

included in this study, make sny mention of thelr writing
" leborateries in their cetalogs. In most of these an
ettractive announcement is made, headed by the neme in

v i&rge or bold-face type, But in elight éatalogs mention

of the service is buried in end incidentsl to a generel
. deseription of the offerings in English,
| In six schools brochures are distributed. The
Tniversity of Florida publishes a brown and white one,
ﬁﬁllbillustrat&d with pictures of the laboratory sete-up.
2hiﬁ brochure is designed to relste the Writing Laboratory
;0. the comprehensive English course and to the General
iducation program of the university, The University of
femi distributes s twelve-page booklet called The Writimg
inlc, (B8ee Appendix C for a condensation of this books ‘
gt;) In 1% proaadﬁr&sg equipment, rules and regulations,
4 other iﬁéarmatian iﬁ given in & thorough expoaltion of
$he elinie, The Waatern\ﬁiehigaa College of Education
makes available a brochure entitled What To Do About
storic. On the second pege 1s a parsgraph headed-win
rge, boldeface type--by the ecaption "Whet 1s the Writing
inic?" ?hreevpthaé sehools«#&%oektan‘Gellags,‘narﬁmauzh
»ilﬁge, and Stephens College--mentioned the use of

-Only thirty-three schools, slightly more than half of those
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o brochures, but did not send samples.

vSamples of mimeocgrephed promotionsl material were

submitted by seven schools: Iowa State Collegs, The Uni-
versity of Bridgeport, wéyne University, Florida State
Pniversity, Hobert and Willism Smith Colleges, The Univerw
sity of Tennesaee, and San Diego State College. All of
these bulletins describe the evellability and the nature

14

T the services offered.

Referral snd report forms. Semples of forms on

which faculty mﬂmberﬁ make referrals were submitted from
»ight schoolst Dartmouth College, Miahigan State College,
Mills Gailega; Eaﬁ Diego State College, Loyocla Hniéersityi
f Los Angeles, Floride étate ﬂn&§arsiﬁy, Wayne University,
qﬁﬁ Western Michigen Gailéga of Edméation. Hobart and
iliiam,&miﬁh cellagaﬁ meke use of e follow~up set of férma
¥ which the student is notified of his obligations to end
£ his eppointments with the Committes on the Use of Enge

7 sh. HReport-tosreferring~instructor forms were recelived

om four éahcalsz Wisconsin State College at Milwaukee,
teckton Qu&l&ge, Loyola University of Les Angeles, and San
ego State College. See Appendix D and E for samples of

ge- referral end repért forms.

OCther orel and written promotionel devices., When
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a#ked t0 check on the gquestionnalre which of six definlte
methods of advertlsement they employ, directors of labora-
tories showed a preference for announcemenis to facultys
The methods and number of directors using them rank ag
follows: ennouncements to faeulty, thirty-six; announce~
ments to students, %hirtynﬂns.(siz in assemblies and an
over-lapping twenty~eight in classes); write-ups in the
school newspaper, twentywtwni snnouncements on bulletin
Zbeards, seven} and posters, three, Methods end numbers of}
. directors using them rank in the-"ether“ catogory as
feliows: ennouncements to counselors, three; printed or
written materlal distributed to students, three; personsl
:bnferenaes with students, twoi raqnsaﬁs to the feeulty
for names of deficlent students, individuel notes to stu~
ﬁants, and open heus& tour; one each. 5@§ara1 directors
cormented that they have more than they can do anyway and

= r
to studiously avoid advertisement.

Whioch method ggﬁadvartiaﬁmant is best? In answer
5o the qué;tian "What methods of advertisement have you
‘ound most effective?” directors voted as follows: per-
onsl contact, including snnouncements, with other faculty
smbers, twelve} werd»mfwmeuﬁh edvertisement by satiszfled
stomers, five} student eénferenoe, ﬁhree; announcements

classes, threej and desn's bulletin board, resﬁlbs of
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the Junior English Examination, a form letter to faculty

members esch fall, snnouncement to deans and counselors,

distribution of mimeographed material direetly to students,
advertisement in a stylebook distributed to all students,
and individual notes te students, one vote each. Table

IX 1s a representation of methods of advertisement and the

popularity of thelr uses.
SUMMARY A¥D CONCLUSIONS

In this eh@péer the integration of the writing labo=
‘patory with the college or university as a whole has besn
Aiscussed, | ' »

' - Blightly more thsn half of the writing laboratories
sported in this study are maintained in state or municipsl
éileges end nniéﬁrsities. This means that sboud tha's&mq
umber of public and privete institutions feel that the
'vantagag ocutwelgh the costs of & writing 1aboﬁatory.

" gizes of ﬁhé»stud¢n%’bodies served range from 190 to
Q,ll?, The faaulty«studant ratios renge from 1:29 to 1:5.
za’bath these respects, the distribution is fairly even
tween the extremes, It would seem, then, thet no partige
ler significsnce can be inferred from the types snd sizes,
or frcﬁ the faculty~student ratios, of the institutions
ﬁhieh furnish the service.
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TABLE IX

FREQUENCY OF METHODS OF ADVERTISEMENT
CONSIDERED MOST EFFECTIVE BY
LABORATORY DIRECTORS

- Kethod of Advertisement : Fumber

Announcement to faculty and personal
. eontact with faculty 12

Word-sf-mouth by satisfied customers
Student conference |
innouncement to classes

Deans and counselors

3&&%*3 bulletin bosrd

Pistribution of ngheﬁ waterial
directly to students

orm letter to faculty members each fall
Lvidusl notes to sm&ea ants

iishim mmms of Jmﬁr English
Emi
lebook czmrmmm t¢ &1l students
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Among slxty laboratories forty-nine are fbund to be
evaeilable withoﬁt restrietion to anyone Iinterested. Forty-
- one schools regquire laboratory attendance of certain stuf
dents, Very limited use of the school writing laberataéj
1s offered %o end accepted by the general publie not !
ernrolled in the schools. Only five schools make special
charges for writing leboratory use. The number»of hours
. per week the leborstory ls kept open variles from one to
£ifty in the different schools.
Writing laboratories go by twenty-one different
names in different sehools, the word 1abaratagz or glinie
aeaurring in mogt of them.
Individual hisztories of thirty«slx laborstories
revensl that the writing-laboratory movement began in the
1?39*5 and gainéd considerabls impetus in the 1940%'s., In
the 1940's and early 1950%s several innovations, caused |
'rgaly by changlng sttendanee requirements, were intro-
| @wanhywsigét wrlting laboratory direstors report
&amal coordination of some sort with other personnel ser-
viees. A few others indlcete thet formal coordination is
mecegsary in such small schools as they serve,
With regard to the responsibllity of the writing
haﬁatary in meintelning generel and apecifiu stenderds of
11sh, fewer than half of the directors feel that “eveﬁy
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teacher (outside the English Department) is a teacher of
writing." Twenty-nine direetors say thet they make special
efforts to meet indlviduasl writing problems unique Iin cere
tain flelds of learning. Twenty others indicate that they
donfine their efforts to the mechsnics and organization
problems common to all writing.

In advertising and otherwise promoting their writing
leboratory services, sight schools offer credit towsrd e
§iplomn for work in the laboratory, thirty-two schools ine
glude srmouncements sbout the laborstory in their catalogs,
%hres schools distribute printed brochures, seven schools
distribute mimeographed advertising to faculty and students,
even schools meke use of referrasl and report forms, Other
ral and written promotionel devisces include snnouncements

to faculty and students, write-ups in the school newew

ey, announcements on bulletin boards, posters, end
%%rsanal conferences. Announcements to and personsal
.tacts with other faculty members are considered most
ff'ective by twelve dirsctore, the largest number voting

» any one method.



3 CHAPTER V
STAFFING AND EQUIPMENT OF WRITING LABORATORIES

In this chapter the staffing and squipment of the

writing laboratories of colleges and universitles of the

United States sre discussed. A wlde varlation exists among

the staffs and eculpment of the sixty writing laboratorles.
investigated in this study. In a few schools there are L 4
‘lerge, well-trained staffs which operate in large, well-

gquipped lshoratoriesgs} but in moet schools which have

laboratories one or two members of the faculty devote only §
portion of their time to the work, often in space ill-

dapted to laborstory procedures. |

The sueccess of & writing laboretory may well depend

apon adeguate sﬁaffing end equipment. It is patent that

eachers in génsral and English teachers ln particular

spend much biﬁa on their own in helping individusl stu~

dents, but a formel leberatory setup may fail 1f not given i
eleased time end spece. One director writes that the
whole ldea 1s being abandoned in her school because teachers
#ire reluctant to refer students to & laboratory director
slresdy overworked, even though that director may be quite
111ling to spend e:ﬁ:rn hours, without compensstion, to
aintain the laborsatory.
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A, BTAFFIRG

In disecussing the stalfing of the wrlting labora-
tories included in this study consideration must be given.
to their sizes and general gqualifications, te their specif-

ic treining, and to the proportionate amounts of time they

spend in laboratory work,

Varianece in numericel strength, official titles,

_ professorisl ranks, and financlsl compensation of steffs.

 Twenty-two, more then a third of the laboratories, are

. staffed by only one faculty member. Two of these have one
student assistant each, one has two, and another has fcur@
%&ne leboratories are served by two faculty members; four
by three; seven by four; two by five; one of these having
thirteen student eseistentesy two by sixj one byksevan; and
one by nine, In one school, Iowa State Callega, the entire
English depértmaﬁt, thirty in number, take turns sssisting
in the 1&beratory.v Eleven schools do not report on this
@hase ofktﬁair'wnrk. Frequency of veriocus numsyical |
rengths of writing41abura§cry staffs is shown in Teble

X, page 120. |

0f a hundred sné twenty fseulty members reporting,
forty~one heve no officisl title, thirty-slx are designa#ed

leboratory instructeors, thirteen as directors, six as
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TABLE X

FREQUENCY OF VARIOUS NUMERICAL STRENGTHS
OF SIXTY WRITING-LABORATORY STAFFS

| Number of Faculty Number of Students
Number of Staflfls Members on Staff on Staff ‘

18 1 0
9 2 0
7 & 0
L 3 0
2 1 1
2 6 0
1 1 2
1 1 L
1 5 0
1 5 13
pt 7 ¢
1 9 0
1l 30% 8]

11 Kot reporting Not reperting

}*Ia rotation
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i
5
5
4
b

g

'assistanta, five as teachers, fbur gs counselors, three as
- heads, two &s chalrmen, two as staff members, two as
teachers in charge, one as consultant, one as ecoordinator,
one as clinicién, and one as secretary to the Commlttee on
the Use of English. Frequency is shown in Teble XI, page
122, _

Laﬁoratories number among thelr staffs gight full
profedsors, thirteen associate professors, twenty-two

asslstant professors, forty-eight instructors, one esslst~

ant Instructor, eleven graduats fellows, besides seventeen

other student essistents. The professorial ranks of thirty
gtaff members sre not speecified in questionneire returns
&nd ten schools did not answer this portion of the ques~

tionnaire. PFreguency of various ranks is shown in Teble

Cn the guestionnaire, under the heading of com@enaaq
tion, staff members were asked to say "regular salary” or
indicate speclal compensation for regﬁlar faculty members,
d to indicate the amount of compensation_far speclel
iﬁ:istants. In answer to this question, elghty-seven staff
embers reported receiving regular salaries, one faculty
member an sdditional $375.00 per cuerter and one faculty
mber an additlional three hundred dellers per year, One
graduate fellow receives @1,050.56 g year, sanother




TABLE XI

FREQUENCY OF OFFICIAL TITLES AMONG 120
LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS (FACULTY)

122

Laboratory Instructor
Director
Aesistant

~Teacher

fwremy to the Committee
on the Use of English

o official title

13

6
5
&
3
2
2
2
1
1
.
1
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TABLE XII |
FREQUENCY OF PROFESSORIAL RANK OF 100 FACULTY
WRITING-LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

P — N— : ; e .

Professorial Rank Rumber

ey
_ Instructor L8
Rot specified . 30
Assgistant Professor 22
Associate Professer | - 13
Graduate Fellows 11
Schools not reporting 10

‘Professor - 8
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$1,300.00 a yea&, another $200.00 = guarter, another one
ﬁhird of an assistant instructor's pay, and encther eighty-
five cents an hour, One graduate fellow has &ll her fees
for nine hours of graduate work canceled. In one school
student assistents re¢elve credit for practice teaching,
in other schools pay ranging from fifty cents to a dollsar
and ten cents esn hour, Seven Gétholic schools reported
.~ that thelr instructors receive né financial compensation
. for their work, At the St, Paul Cempus of the Hniversity‘
;;@f Minnesote Francis Dreke conducts the laboratory ss an

?»axyerimant, with no finanelal compensetion. Differences

in compenssation can be seen in Table XIII, page 125,

Degrees held by personnel, speclal guslifications,
‘gther training considered deslrsble, and in-service traine

ing. Persons answerling questionnairss were asked what
g?aes egch stalf member holds from what Institutions,
hat special qu&lificatiens far work in the writing lebo-
etory each has, in each case what further qualifications
#Em degirable, snd what in-service training is eénﬂua%e&
or staff members.

| Of the one hundred and twenty faculty members
sported from forty-seven institutions, twenty~eight have

f;D. or Ed.D degreea, nineéyvnine have M. A. or M. 8.
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TABLE XIIIL

FREQUERCY OF VARYING FINANCIAL COMPENSATIONS
OF WRITING-LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

Regular  Graduate  Student.

Compensation Faculty Fellows Azsigtantse
e !
- Regular Salary 87 |
£375 per quarter extra 1
- $300 per yesr extra

“§1,050.00 per year o 1
$1,300.00 per year 1 | ‘ 4

One third of &n assistant
- instructor?s pay

ighty~five cent® am hour
uition fees canceled

Lredit for etice
ﬁnachiﬁg pra _ i3

§Wﬁm fif%y gents to
- $1.10 p&r hour
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degrees, and one hundred and three have B, A, or B. 8.
degrees, Freguencies are sﬁown in Teble XIV, page 127.
These degrees come from eighty«four‘different colleges and
universities, twenty-one of which themselves fepert
writing lsboratories. Eighteen colleges &nd universities
'have retained one or more of their own graduates ss

writing laboratory personnel,l

Specisl cualifications of writing laboratory staff

mbers. Speciel qualifications of writing-lsboratory
staff members, &s 1istéd in questlionnaire returns, may be
e;assified under the headings of experlence, education,
‘érsanal attributes, clinle and conference béskground, an§
spsclal ablillities. No report i1s made by seventeen sahaols
n‘this agpect of starfing§ Kines staff members claim thaﬁ
ﬁh&y have no special qualifications.
| Of all speciel cualificetions, teaching experience
® considered by far most important by steff members, being
1sted in elghty-one cases. Elementary and high school

1 Musgkingum College, Socuthern Methodist Hnivereiby,
iﬁa University of Minnesota, The University of Denver, The
iversity of North Csrolins, Colgate University, The State ;

ﬁhiversity of Jowsa, Dertmouth College, Webster College, ‘

goramento State College, Lawrence College, San Diego Btate
0llege, Mills College, Alebsma College, Duke University,
woyole University of Los Angeles, San Francilsco State
0llege, and Floride State University.
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TABLE XIV

FREQUENCY OF DEGREES HELD BY 103 FACULTY
LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

o e e e e e e

‘Degree ' ' Number,

B. A, or By S. 103

M: A, or M. 8. 99

Phe D« or Ed. D. ' 28

~Degree not reported , A 17
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tesching was specified In twelve of these casss, navy
© teaching In one, and in another teaching in Puerto Rico by
a laboratory director who teaches in a school with a bile |
lingusl student population,
Other experlence listed ihcluded persennel wérk
(mentioned seven times), authorship of textbooks (mentioned ’
fiveAﬁimes), ermy testing, counseling, psychologiesal sociai
work in a hospital, developing courses in remedisl fields,
.geteran adviaiag, sdministration, éﬁiting of Jesult mega=
gine, visltation of other laboratories, working with ‘
deficient students as & greduste sssistant, advising '
publishers on textbook in writing, and sudioevisusl train- |
ing. | |
' Despite the fact that one leboratory director faels‘
that any good teacher can handle the work and that no so=
slled "education” courses seem in the least desirable,
drty~ene others feel that specific educationsal background
8 important. ﬁa quéstiannaira returns courses in guldance
re mentioned eight ti&ss, psychology three times, lingais§
vés three times, remedial flelds twice, education twiece, |
‘mmunicatienlonea, and general semantics under 5. I, f
Heyskewa once. Majors in langusge arte are mentioned five ‘
ilaavmt;‘.-.a,, Engl;sh four times, guidanae once, educational pey-

shology onee, psychology onca,van& creative writing once. «
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Minors in English sre listed five times, psychology once,
remediel resding once, and Latin once. One stafl member
possesses & Ph.D. degree in transfer of training, another
a Ph.D., in reading. |
Anmong personal cuelifications possessgd by laborsa-
tory staff members, intellipgence i1s the only one which is
used te'dasariﬁe aes meny as two people. Other attributes
 asaribed to different individuels are personality, interest
in writing, interest in genersl educatilon, and intersst in
the writing leboretory. One director feels that it ls very |
f;gignifiaant that his steff members know the fundamentals of ;

English gremmar, know how to teach them, anﬁ, above all,
gbelisva thet they cen be taught,

As to special abilitias; five staff members aée
desoribed as gead:writers end one student assistent as an
excellent typlst, cepable of typing, duplicating, and dlse
ibuting mimeographed materials for lsboratory use.

A@tend#nsa at elinies and econferences iz considered -
%alﬁabia for Live staff members, Specifically mentioned
are tﬁé University of GhiéagO'qumunia&tiwn Clinic, worke
thopg of ths Gonfgremﬁe'an College Composition and Communi-
gation in~6hie&gc; end meetings of the American Lengusge ‘

Azgoeiation.

Teble XV, pages 130«1, conteins & summary of specisl ¢
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TABLE XV

FREQUENCY OF SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS REPORTED
BY WRITING-LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

Experience: , Number

Teaching 81
Personnel Work ,

Textbook Writing

Army Testing

Counseling

Psychological Social Work
Remedial Course Development
Veteran Advising
Administration

Jesuit Magsazine Editing
Writing Laberatory Visitation
Advising Deficient Students
Advising Publishers
Audiowvisual Work

- Education:

Courpes in Guidance
Linenieors
; gtics
Remedial Fields
Education
Communication
Genersl Sementics

Majorat

giggggg@ Arts

Guldance _
Educational Psychology
- Paychology

Creative Writing

Minors: ‘

English
Peychology

emedial Reading
Latin

It b ot b ot ot b ot ok ot oy

“ i :
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TABLE XV (CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS REPORTED
BY WRITING-LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

Personal Qualifications: Number.
Intelli snce 2
Parso ty , i
Interest in Writing 1
Interest in Oeneral Education %_

Interest in Writing Laberatary
Enow Funds t of Gramms
Know How te Teach Them, and

Beli&v% They Can Be Taught 2
Special Abilities: ‘
Good Writers - 5

Excellent Typist . . 1
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qualifieations possessed by laboratory staff members.

Additionsl training staff members would like fo

gggg, Gorrespondents were asked to state what additional
training they would like each steff member %o have,
| Praining in remedisl technigues tops the list with twenty
votes. Training in lingulstics and training in testing are
sach mentioned five times., Pour staff members would like
to vislt other laboratories, and two would like exp erlence
In other clinies in large universities. Other qu&liriaaﬁi
tione considered desirable are training in elinieal psy- |
ghology, in §0&&g&giﬁvﬁaﬁhniquﬁs on & highwschool level,
in audiowvisual techniques and materiels, and in student
‘ggi&ance; speeial work athﬂalehiﬁ Taachers College; =and
giﬂs reading. Four directors would like thelr student
sistants to heve advanced composition, two would like
am‘ea gave experience in teaching. One gra&u&te'reliaw
1 charge of a lsboratory thinks that more direction shauxé
be given to the graduate fellow asked to do such 2mpartanﬁ
ork., an$;parsan would liké to see a survey or ﬁi&cnasiamﬂ v
- wﬁya and means which have besen found successful else~
where. One would like better textbooks in remedisl
schniques, Three would like to attend conferences and

sekshops. Additional training and experientce are not
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considered desirable in fourteen cases, and thirty-one
. returns do not contain answers on this phase of staffing.

o Frecuency of mention in questionnaire returns of additionsal

- training steff members would like to have 1s shown in Table
XVi, page 134.

In~service writing-laborstory-staff training. In~

service traiﬁing for writing-leboratory steff members, as
reported by twenty«nine, or slightly less than half, of the
leboratories participating in this study, mey be classified
#s formal end informel within the institution, and likewise
farmal and informel among institutions. Een staffs indi-
cateé that they have no in-service training; twenty-one
others make no report,

Nineteen 1&ha:ateries conduct formal staeff meetings
1$gﬁlarly, the frgqgﬁuey varying from once a week to once

2 month. An interesting deseription is that of the pro-
¢edure in the Genersl) College of the University of Minne-
te, where the staflf meets about once & week to consider
oblems of ourriculum, teaching devices, examination
dehniques, grading policies, ete., in a lively and honest
xﬂﬁango of opinion. Special attention is given %o specife
leborstory problems such as how to improve the organlze~

on end concreteness of student writing. Formel seminars
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TABLE XIVI

FREQUENCY OF OTHER TRAINING WRITING-LABORATORY
STAFF MEMBERS WOULD LIKE TO HAVE

Remedial Techniques 20
No Additicnal Training Considered Desirable 1k
“mnguis*tias - 5
Testing 5
i; iémeéd Composition for Student Assistants 4
,ﬁtt;em@e at Conferences énd Workshops 3
' : af:hmg Experience for Student Assistants 2
nical ?mh&lggy 1
sgogle Techniques on High-School Level 1
#ndio-visusl Techniques and Materials 1
1
i
1
i
¥
1

peefal Work at Columbia Teachers College

%ids aa&éiag |

More ﬁmﬂﬁan for Oraduste Fellow

tudy of szzwey of Writing Laboretoriss

’._ y of Better ?@mhmksf in Remedial Techniques

o Report on This Phase | 3

Ao AR N st
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. for the training of laboratory assistants are conducted
at The University of Denver and at San Frenclsco State

- follege.

Informal conferences among steff members are re-
_ported by sixteen laboratories. In addition, two directors
‘mention conferences with deans end members of the education '
f&epartment and two others mention mutual observation of
iirector and assistants. Other informal training consists

f the study of professionsl literature, College English

eing specifically mentionsd.

Formel inter-school training consists of workshops
and conferences, as well as courge work et universities.
sldes the writing-laboratory workshop &t the Conference
,a}@ollege Composition anﬁ‘smmmunication, those in reading
d in audio-visual materisls and techniques are considered
1pru1. Two directors participate regularly in conferences
or high«school ﬁeaehsés‘ Conventions agecifiaally men-
oned are those of the South Central Modern Lengusge
soclation, the Rocky Hountain Modern Language Assocle-
on, the Missouri State English Association, the Jesult
ncational Soclety, and the Conference on College Composi=
lon and Communication.

The present study, with its incidental visitatien~ef§

me laboratories and further investigation of others, mey
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be sonsidered in-service training on the part of one labora-

taré director,
Frequency ol various methods of in-serviee training,

a8 reported by writings-laboratory steff members, is shown

in Table XVII, page 137.

Proportionate smounts of time spent in lsboratory
work end in other dutles. Of one hundred and twenty faculty

members reported in this survey, one hundred and six sp;nd
from one to twenty hours each per week for a total of six
hundrea and sixty-geven hours per week in wrlting labora«
tories, The average time spent is six and three tenths
@ﬂnrs per waek, Eihstynfiva faéulty members spend from six
%o one hundred per cent of their time in the laboratory.

e average is 30,268, Thirty faculty members spend from
ne to eighteen hours unassigned time in the laboratory, or
averége of approximstely five hours essch, Twenty-azix
aculty members report tﬁat they spend no extrg time 1n'the
sboratory. Fourteen do not report on assigned time;
?enty-five~do not report on percentage of time spent; and
eventy~six do not fe@ort on the amount of extra time they
ﬁaﬁd in the laboratory.

. Fifteen ane»facﬁltywmambar staffs report & renge of

ight to seventy«five per cent of full time zpent in the
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TABLE IVII
FREQUENCY OF MENTION IN QUESTIONNAIRE RETURNS

OF IN-SERVICE TRAINING PRACTICED
BY WRITING-LABORATORY STAFFS

| Staff Mesetings 19
| Informsl Staff Conferences 16
Conventions of Aﬁ&@@iﬁ%ﬁbﬁﬁ and Soclieties g

Workshops at the eeaf&rﬁ&@a on College
Composition and Comminication : 3

Seminars for Training of Laboratory Assistants

Conferences with Degns and Mambers of the
Education Pepartment

2
HMatusl Observation of Director and Assistants 2
Study of Professional Literature 1
The Present Study 1
Hot Reyﬁrtiag on This Phase
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laboratory. One spends elght per cent; one spends fifteen
per cent; four spend twéntg per centy llve spend twenty-
five per centy ons spends thirty-three per centy one spends
fifty per cent; cne spends sixty-six per cent; and one
gpends seventy-five psr cent.

Seven two-faculty-members staffs report s range of
twenty«fivé to one hundred per cent of full-time-equivalent
lsboratory steffing. One school reports twenty-five per
“ entj one reports thirty~seven and & half per cent; two
‘report forty per cent; ﬁwo report fifty per centy and one
ports one hundred per cent,

Four three-faculty-members staffs report & range of
wenty~seven to two hundred per cent of full-time-equivalent
aboretory ﬁtaffing; One reports twenty-seven per centy
two report sixty~six per cent; and one reports two hundred
gr cent,
5ix faurvféaulty%membsra staffs report a range of
ighty to two hundred and forty per cent of fulletime-
juivalent laboratory sﬁaffing. One reports eight per
#nt; one reports ané hundred per cent; one reports one
tndred and sixty-six per cent; one reports one hundred and
,vénty per cent}] one reports two hundred and twenty-six
£ cent} and one reporté two hundred and forty per ecent.

San Francisco State College hes 3 five~faculiy~
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member leboratory staff. Esasch faculty member spends twenty
j per cent of his time in the laboratcfy for a full=time-
i sguivalent of one hundred per cent, Thirteen studsnt
- gssistents spend an unreported amount of btime in the labora-
tory.
| Two slix-faculty-members staffs report respective
- full~time equivalént staffing of thirty-sixz and one hundred
gnd twenty~five per cent.
The Genersal College of the Hniverﬁity of Minnesota
uges seven facaity menmbers in the wrliting leboratory for
5 fu@intime*eqaivalent stéffing of five. In this school
%he writing laboratory replaces the traditional composition
"se. Frequency of writing-laboratory staffs of verying
zeg and pareéﬁtagp of fulletime~egquivalent staffing in

h 1abaratérf.are shown in Teble XVIII, pege 140.
| Eleven different eactivities are reported as "other

ties™ by laboratory staff members. Tesching assignments

ght times, counseling elevenptimeég generel administrative
;ias three times, head of the English Department three
igeé,.diractor of testing program twice, college publica~
ons twice, office work twlce, registration duty once,
brarien once, and writing of emergency reports once. Six

8taff members report various but unspecified duties, Two

- listed seventy~one times, committee assignments'twantyv’
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TABLE XVIIT

FREQUENCY OF WRITING-LABORATORY STAFFS OF
VARYING SIZES AND PERCENTAGE OF
FULL-TIME-EQUIVALENT STAFFING
IN VARIOUS LABORATORIES

PO PO Bt fb ot ot ot poby o et
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report that they have no other duties. No report on other
duties was made by sixteen staff members. Frequenciss of

;bmﬁnticn in cuestionnaire returns of "other® duties per-
%jformed by writing-laboratory staff members are shown in

| Table XIX, page 142,
B, EQUIPMENT

In discussging the'physical equlipment of writing

eborstories, consideratlion must be given bo the rooms, to

the furniture, end to the instructional materials.

Laboratory rooms and cffices: Correspondents were
sked to indieste whether or not they have.apeaial rooms
évoted to theirvlabarataries, whether or not there are
uilt~in or edjcining offices and/or audicevisual pro-
ection rooms,

Twenty-rive of the sixty lsboratories included in
the present study are housed in special fooms. Two of
these occupy a sulte of rooms, Eight leboratories are

perated in faculty offlicss, and two in ordinary class-

Prosms. There 1s no report on housing from twenty-rTive
dhorstories.
. Eight lsboratories report bullt-in or adjoining pri-

te offices which may be used for consultetion. One of




TABLE XIX

FREQUENCY OF MENTION IN QUESTIONNAIRE RETURNS
OF OTHER DUTIES PERFORMED BY WRITINGe
LABORATORY STAFF MEMBERS

Duties , Fumber

Teaching Regular Classes
. Committee Assignments
Various but Unspeeified
sneral Administrative Duties
ad of Engiish B&Waﬁ% ,
irector of @mmg Progrem
ollege Publication Advising

P
& B

oM = N NN N W W o
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¢ these, the one at the State Univeraity of Towa, 1s "rarely

‘used, " because the teachers move sbout among the students
et the tables, conferring with them on the sgpot. Two
others have offlces nearby and availsble., A view of the
laboratory is provided from four of the offices.

| Elghteen laboratories make provision for the proe-
Jeetlon of audioevisual materials, fifteen of them by using

special rooms and three of them by darkening the laboratory

Figures 2 through L contain drawings of representa-

tive laboratories,

writingriabaratgry furniture. GQuestionnaire answer-
s were asked to indicate.spacifieally whether or not
eir-labepatariaﬁ are equipped with writing tebles and
 1aphanes. There was no check-llst for other eguipmens,

it & space 1In which information about sueh\rurniture might
- wrltten in.  Thirty-three laboratories report the use of
¥rlting tebles, Fifteen have telephones, Other equipment
*sted ineludes student déska, blinds, files, typewriters,
mehairs, chalrs at the tebles, teechers' desks, booke
f?es, pencil sharpeners, blaekbaar&s, coatracks, access—
le shelves, and one big broom with which to sweep snow

om the steps !




FIGURE 2

THE JTATE UNIVERBITY OF I0OWA
WRITING LABORATCRY
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FIGURE 3
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FIGURE b4

SAN DIEGU BTATE COLLEGE WRITING LABCRATORY
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Instructional materisls. Instruectional materials

listed in questionnaire returns include audio-vigual mate-
rlals, shelved reference material, and texts and handbooks
in current use.

Comparatively few of the leboratories reported in
thie study make use of audio-visual materials. Among th#
equipment used are seven opague projectors, seven tape |
resorders, two tachlstoscopes, btwo movie projectors, twe
Lilmstrip and slide projectors, one disc recorder, one Vv
‘greph, one felt board, one liguld duplieator, and one set
£ colored ehélk.. Pive laboratories report the use of
1ims, five the use of fllmstrips, three the use of recorde
igs, and one the uae’of slides on spelling, punctuatlon,
te. Appendix P 1lists films and filmstrips specifically
ntioned in qﬁastimﬂn&irs réturna. '

Other au@ié«visual meterials include charts and
other illustrative devices placed on the walls of the labo~
atorles. Gharts show sentence structure, phonetlcs, end
dess for the development of themes. BSpecifically mentioned

e a chart distributed by Scott, Foresmen Company entitled
etting Your Ideas in Order"® and another on grammér, digw
_1bateé by‘Tﬁe American Baakvaamp&nfﬁ Exhiblts include
§aﬁ&nﬁ thamas, imterasting'ward chenges, varlant war&

gallings, and magezine cover appeals, Two stalffs use

ik
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fdisplays'whiéh illustrate the following five steps in
research-paper preparationt bibliography cards, notes,
;outline,‘rough draeft, and final paper. Three staffs use

; he blackboard for'diagramming and for illustrating various
entence parts with colored chalk. _

Shelved reference meateriasls include encyclopedias,
;dictionaries,’workbeoks, handbooks, megazines, newspapers,
;kntholagies, pictures, spelling lists, and various
eaiaiizsd texts., Ten laboratories report that they use
no reference material,

Thirty-six different textbooks and handbooks are
ported in current use in the writing laboratories. Only

ix of these are used by more than one staff, DBy far the

8% popular book ig Porter Perrin's Wrlterls Guide and
ndex to English, mentioned eleven times In guestiomnalre

turns., ©Seven staffs use Earbragg\Gollgggﬁﬂnndbggg.
Three staffs list the following books! Mcﬁrimmon, Writing

ith a Purpose, and Leggett, Mead, end Charvat, Handbook
or Writers. Two staffs list the following: Salisbury,

etter Work Habits; Grant, Bracher and Duff, Correctness

d Precision in Writings and Jones, Wallace, and Jones,

ew Practice Handbook in English. Thirteen staffs report

hat they use no textbooks, fitting verious materials to

individual needs and making use of much mimeographed
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‘materisl., In Wisconsin State College at River Falls a

'gtaff syllabus is used. Appendix G lists textbooks end

 héndboocks in current use.

SUMMARY

8ince the success of & writing leboratory may depend
upon 1ts staffing and equiﬁment, the following variations

ong the staffs and equipment of the sixty laboratories

neluded in this study ars.noteuorthy:
' 1. The majority of laborabtories are staffed by one

r two faculty members, some with student easistants.
2. "Laboratory instructor" ls the most populer
fieial titls aﬁang one hundred end twenty staff members
Peported in this study. |

3. Tha‘prqfssserial ranks of lsboratory staff mem-
ers vary from sssistant instructor to full professor.

s A declded majority of staff members receive
sgular salary, only a few having speeisl compensation.
| Se Among one hundred and twenty staff members, one
undred end three have saén&d bacealaureate degrees in
ighty-nine different schools; ninety-nine ha#e earned
asters degrees in sixtye-one different schools}) end twenty-

ight have earned doctorates In twenty-one different

universities,
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6. Of all special qualifications, teaching experi-
~ence ie considered by far most important by staff members.
ther qualifications include intelligence, personality,
linic esnd conference background, and specialized education
OUrSBE .

Te Additlonel training desired by staff members
necludes that in remedial technigues, lingulstles, testing,
udio-visual educetion, end other speclalized courses in
education.
| 8. Ineservice training includes staff meetings,
ormal seminars for assistants, Informsl conferences, study
f professionel litersature, workshops, conferences, and v .
isitation of other leboratories. '
9, One hundred end six faculty staff members report | |
that they spend from one to twenty, an average of 6.3, f
gigned hours per week in the laboratory, @hirﬁy faculty

el members report that they spend from one to eilghteen,

gn average of five, unassigned hours per week in the labo-

104 Teaching regular classes constitutes the bulk
£ the "other duties” performed by laboratory staff meme |

1l. Writing laboratories are operated verlously in

pecial rooms, offices, and reguler clessrooms, A few have
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built-in or nearby offices and/or special audio-visual pro-

‘jection roone.

12. ﬁofe than half of the sixty laberatories are
squipped with writing tables.

‘ 13. Instructional materials include audio-visual
equipment, fllmestrips, recordings, and films}; shelved
reference material, and thirty-six different textbooks end

gndbooks in current use.



CHAPTER V1

LABORATORY PROCEDURES

The most importent concern of the present study must
be the matter of procedurss within the laboretory. For it
}guat be resdily admitted thet provision for the laboratory,
iﬁélataffing. and i%s equipment 1ls mede only that students
may be served. Even the lmporitance of some of the proce- ;
dures must be subordinsted to the all-importent one, that
of counseling ths gtudent &bout his writing preblems.
;“hﬁrefare, procedures will be conslidered under two separate
heedings: (A) mechanicsl procedures concerned with labora- L
y organigzetion and (B} sounseling procedures concerned
th sctuelly helping & ﬂtuﬁeﬁz to improve hls writing.

In both of these categories of praca&&rég there
x18t meny verlstions emeng the sixty laboratories. In-
tructors even disagree sbout the merits of procedures
mmon to most of the leboratories. After these variations
1 diszgreements have been reviewed, proegedurss of indi-
iﬁual leboratories will be described in order that some

snoept of various prodedures may be possible.
A, ORBANIZATIONAL PROCEDURES

Orgenizetional procedures are those which deal with

i
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" diagnosis, enrollment of studente, attendance records,
| progress records, syllabl and other directions for ine

gtructors, end referral %o private tutors,

Diegnostie testing, Specific obJective dlagnostic
teste are used in about & third of the eixty laboratories.
‘he most pnnular tests are vsrious forms of the &maric&n
Council on Educatlon Cooperstlive English Tests, twelve
eboretories reporting their use. Other tests used are the
Purdue Placement Test in Eﬁg&iﬁhs the University of
;siifarnia Subject A Test; and the United States Armed
rees Institute Effectiveness of Expression Test, High
Lik@el Form B, The following schools sdminister their own
; Kighigen Btate ﬁéllsge; using the Test of English
’%saga by BenjJemin B, Hickok; Stephens College; New Mexico
ﬁighlen&a University, asi&g & test sdminletered to s11
gra&uate gtudents and snother asdministered 0 all Juniors;
%h# results of both tests bheing later made avgilable to the
English Labuvaﬁaryg,anﬁ,?ieri&a Btate University, using a
8t administered by the testing bureau,

Ten 1abar&taries report disgnoels from writing only,
ﬁix say that they use both tests and writing, Some tests,
+ €., the University of Celifornis Subject 4 Test, ipso

: oto make use of both writing and objestive questions.

In 1926 Willing mede an investigation of the
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- validity of objective, procfreading examinstions in

- disgnosing student abllity in writing., He compared the
results of sixteen formal tests with errors mede in twelve

hundred war&s'ef writing for eazch student, errors in

{1) spelling, (2) capitalization, (3) punctuation,

{4) grammar, (5) sentence structure, and (6) word usage.

¥illing used his own error gulde as &n objective instrument

in evaluating student writing. This error guide he had

gompiled from his own experience in grading yaperskanﬁ

$rom hendbooks and msnuals of Englieh usege. Eveluating

%hg'raaulta of his imveat;gaﬁion; Willing came to the

following conclusicns:

1. The pomprehensive tests in proofreeding and in
recognition of srrors are ressonsbly good instruments
for predisting the aversge number of formsl erpors
thaet pupils will mske in twelve hundred words of
composition,

- 2+ There ig little difference in the value of the
different types of teste for ithis kind of prediction,
3. Unweighted compogiie tests in punciunation,
sentence structure, and word usage show higher
velidity then do any of the single fests r&@reseﬂting
‘the esame opategories of errors.

&4, The tests seem to be of doubtful value in fore-
easting the specifie kinds of errors in ﬂivl&aal
pugile will m&ka in compesition uriﬁi&g

1 Mstthew H. Willing, Valid Disg igh Seh
ion, Teaechers College aaﬁ%“h& - ua&ti&ny
23& ﬁaw’XQrk' T&aaﬁavs G@llﬁga, &alnmbi& ﬁniver&iﬁy,

¥
isations Relati ta §r&mm&r : ng
ie “The ﬁniversit of 35;@&39,”," iy
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In 1947, Huddleston conducted for the College En~
trance Examinetion Bosrd en investigstion of meecsures which
mey be used in testing student abillity to write, using as
friteria teachers' rating of their students and & composite
of grades received by the students in their leet two years
of high-school English., The measures lucluded the Verbsal
gection of the Scholaestic iptitude Test and three seetions
6f the A?fil; 1947, English Composition Test of the College
Entrznce Exeminsfion Bosrd, Huddleston came o the
following eonclusions:

. With the groups of students in this study, the
oblestive section of the English test proved more
clazely releted to the two criteris then were scores
on sither the essay sestion or the peragreaph-revigion
gectlon, It was further found, however, ihat scores
on the 8, A, 7, Verbal predicted scores on the two
griterle better thsan did sny sgectlon of the English
test] and thet no egectlon of the English test
meagured, in significant degree, any factors under~
lying writing ebliity (as defined by the criterias)
ghiaiiﬁgre not alresdy messured by the 8, &, T,

Sixteen lsborstories make no formel disgnosis, their
%ﬁatraﬁzars preferring to go right to work with the siu-
'ﬁ‘ ts., Of course 1% mey be assumed thaet snelysis of the
budent's first writing, or of thet brought from another

instructor, constitutes & form of dlsgnosis,

12 EAitn i, Buddleston, "Recent Studies of the English
position Test,® The %%% ege Board Review, Vol. 1, No. &,
pring, 1948, po. 55,5 5. ’ ’
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» ?raﬁum&hly the resulis of entrance exsminations
‘given by the school are avalisble to laboratory lnstruge
:gﬁ?a, However, only 2 shird of the lnstructors report the
emes of such tests. Thirdeen different generel tests are
amed, These are the Americsn Counell en Bduscation Faychow
iogivel Exsminstion, the American College Examinetion, the
nic S%ate University Psycheloglcel Test, the Minnesote
ﬁnltiﬁﬁﬁﬁia Personality Inveatory, the Strong Vocstionsl
Interest Blank, the Montelalr Stete Teachers College Tests,
;pk&aa~%enay Besding Test, lowe schievement Teste, the |
drumy Bets Test, the Oelifornis Teat of Hental Maturity, the
iechsler~Bellevue Intelligence Seele, Eight entrance tests
in English are nemed., Thees sre the imericsn Council on
ﬁéﬁ@ﬁtiﬁm &@&y@%&%&?ﬁ English Test, the Purdus Plecoment
;¥$¥¢ the United States irmed Forces Institute Test on
Jorrectness snd Effectivences of Expression, the University
of Celifornis Subjeet 4 Test, the Iows Colleges Enzlish
?iaéaﬁeut Test, the Croass English Tee$, end the Barrette

: Enroliment forme, Earellment forme were submitted
ﬁ% gix laborstorice, These Forss ¢oneipt of directions

¥ enrolling studente and @ﬁ&gtiaﬁﬁ&&raﬁ te be filled out
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by %hﬁﬁ@_ In Appendix H sre condensstions of samples of
these faéﬁ$*

AL Hobart end ¥illism Smith Colleges & student
regomnended $0 the Comnitiee on the Use of English recelves
dunileated manoungement informing hiz of the reconmen-
‘fdation and ssking him %o £ill oul sn eSteched cless sche-
 ééiav When the cless schedale iz returned the ﬁeerétarf
L,t the commitiee gends the student another form informing
Bim of an appointment at which future procedures will be
eternined upoh, |

A% ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ State Colleges & student who Gones to
16 writing laboratory for systemsatle help L& hended &
alder containing preliminery directions, & schedules card,
- guestionneire, regulsr Girectlons, end semples of
gorrective procedures.

At the Universlty of Hiasml etudents r@gi&%@re& in
>g1iﬁﬁ 1@1*&&% are handed & printed booklet of instrue~
Aone in whish sre deseribed the sctivities and require~
enta of The Writing Clinle. 4Appendix § i & condensation
i this booklet,

Guestionnsires for enrolling studsnts very in size
om one sheet to eleven sheeta. The "Guestionnaire For
.Btudente Enrolling in the %@i@&&g Laboretory, * used s% Sen
Piego Stete College i on one sheet which L¢ stepled inside
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the student's folder after it is fllled out, The "Iater-
view Sheet,® ueed in the Writing Clinic &t Western

¥ichigen College gonsisis of two Dages, ‘Your ¥ritinog

sground, ¥ used et Ban Frenelsco State @Qllaga, is five
pages long. And the "Writing Informstion Inventory,® used
gﬁ The University of Denver conteins eleven peges. 4ALL of
thees questionnalires seek information sbout the atuﬁsﬁﬁ?s

brekground; interests, and writing Girficulties.

Attendsnce recopds. if kept s%

Absendsnce recorgs.
i, are r&aﬁrﬁéﬁ for the mogt pert in conventionsl olagg~
roll books, ag le shown in Table XX. There sre, however,
%-ssﬁ.ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ§i¥% methods, 4t The Blate University of
wo, &f %&3y§ﬁi¥ﬁ?ﬁ§§$ of Deaver, and g% Ben Diego Blate
llege, the &%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ sheck ettendance @?@ﬁﬁi%&‘ﬁhﬁ&#
es in dealed golumne on well charts. AL &tephens College
udents regerd thelr own sbeences in &ﬁ‘ﬁazﬁéﬁifie& place.
n other schools the tescher keeps & recodd variously s
lowst &% Troy State fgaﬁh@rﬁ Gollege, &% The University
Illinole, end at The ﬁa&#arﬁitg of Bridgeport on slauss
8} &t Loyole University of Loz Angeles on & form filled
$ on sech student; ot lows Etate Teashers College on the
commendation sheet; &t Hobart end ¥Williem Swith Gollegee
' the sssignment sheel] &1 lowe Btale Gollege on papere
ritten and flled; &t %&xﬁa University in the studentis
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TABLE XX

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF VARIOUS WRITING-
LABORATORY-ATTENDAKCE~RECORD PROCEDURES

: Number  Percentage
Current r&eur&ﬁ kept !

On well charts 3 .05
On class cards 3
On miscellaneous sh&ws 5 ,as 1/2
In studenta® dossiers 1 01 2 /3
~ Plage unspecified 1 <01 2
In conventional class roll beoks 20 »33 1/3 ‘
None kept 5 +08 ]
On papers written snd filed 1 L1 2/3
No answer on questiommsire 21 «35
Tetals &0 &

Perminent records kﬁ : . !
In laborator g 9 15 .
-In registrar's afﬂ.tm : A 06 2/

In laboratory record book 2 «03 1/3
In individual instructor's
reeord bouks 2 13 1/3
In office of Director of -
' Freshman English 1 L1 2/3
Ham k:éyt. 9 .

Rawrés kept for & limited
number of years: _ , |
In leboratory office . 0! ‘
In English Department Office , L/
No answer on questionnaire
Totals
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| éassier; et Western Michigan College and et Michigen State
.-Gollege on interview snd progregs report sheets.“

Table XX &lso shows that ettendance records for
previcus semesters, quarters, &nd yeers ere kept indefi-
nitely by some laborstories. They are filed in the labore-
tory offices &t Sacramento State College, Central College,
Sen Diego Btate College, Flariéé Staete University, Colgeate
University, The State University of Iowa, The University
of Illinois, %Weayne University, and Western Michigsn
ﬁal&ege; in the registrar's office at Stockton College,
ﬁanﬁra Coste Junior College, Jecksonville Stste Teachers
Oollege, and Tastern Weshington College of Eﬁucatian; in
%he office of the Director of Frechmen English &t Wisconsin
S8tate College at Milwaukee] in the lsborsatory record book
8t Dertmouth College and The University of Denver; and in
iﬂdi?idu&ilinstruatore' record books &t Oooldental College
and Anderson College.

Definite limitations ere placed in four schools on
the length of time old records are kept., 4t The University
ef Horth Carolina records are kept in the English Depart-~
ment office for ten years. At Hobart and Willism Smith

\ lleges records are kept in the office of the Committee
#n the Use of English for five years. At Michigen State

Gollege & duplicate record is kept for four yesrs in the
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-pffices of the Writing Improvement Service snd in the main
‘office of Written end Spoken English, &4t The University of
~ Bridgeport & rough Jotting of attendance record is kept for

term or two.

Progress records. Distinctive methods of keeping

- progress records include the use of foldere, dossiers,

‘a&rds end date sheets, 4t The State University of Iowa

Qéeh studsnt has a folder in which his papere &re kept,

n the inside of & similar folder at Ssn Diego State ;
College & deted repgord of interviews is kept, consisting

sf notes on progress, work secomplished, and suggestions

for further work, At Western Hichigan College this same

#ind of record is kept on sheets of paper, At Wisconsin

Btate College at Milwenkee & retest record for the varlous

besic skills clin;es is kept on & four~by~six card, 4%

’ e Universisy of Denver = personel dste sheet contsins &

cord of reguler and laborstory tesgts; of dstes on which

the student is essigned to, retalned in, and releesed from 1
he leborstory; and of iﬁ&ividuai soclograms, At Hobart
end William Smith Colleges a sheet contalng beckgroynd in=- i
ormation, & dated record of conferences and assignments,

ﬁhe report of the tatar,‘aﬂa,tha dete dismissed. At Wayne '
%aIVersity, & writing clinle data sheet contains background ‘
informstion and enslyses of papers. At Michigan State
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College background information &nd clinicisns' comments
ere recorded on & four-by~-six card, At Stockton College
gimller date sre recorded on &n eight-and-s~half~by~eleven

ard.

Syllebl =nd mimeographed directions for staffs.
8yllabl ere used in the writing'laber&taries of S&n Fren-

aisao Stete College, The Florida State University, The
Genersl College of The University of Minnesote, and The
Pniversity of Denver, Work in the laboratories at The
Southern Methodist University and Kills Oﬁilege ié cor-
leted with the celendsar of activities of ithe regular
gamp@sitiaﬁ courses, Mlmeographed éireatiana for thé
1&barazary staff are used &t Stockton College, The Eni#er-
Bity of Bridgeport, The Florida State University, Muskingum
Gollege, and Sen Diego State College. Mimeogrephed direc-
tiones for stuwdents and counselors are furnished at Goshen
Dollege. Appendlx I is & copy of the directions for
&tudént essletants which le used st Sen Diego State College.
ﬁhis eet of directions was the only one submitted for use,
in the present study.

The only syllebus submitted le 4 Hriting L&b@rétagz
¥anual, written by Mies Eleanor Mclann for use in the
¥riting leboretory &t San Frencisco State Gollege, where

ghe ig coordinstor of communicstion laborsatories. In the
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- first four pages of this fifty-three-page, mimeographed
;manual are set forth the purpose of and method of referral
to the laboratory, end an enumeration of the feeilities,
bjectives, genersl technigues, snd recommended procedures.
fhe remeining peges contain individusl units on orgenize-
f%ian, punctuation, sentence structure, parts of speech,
pelling, &iaﬁiéa and vocabulary, and the terams psper. Sug-
estions for teaching end illustrative material are

neluded in each unit.

Referral to privste tutors. As Teble XXI indicetes,
omperatively few referrals to privete tutors ere made by
shoratory instructors. The writing labératary is ipse
'ggggg,& tutortal service, One director puts it this way:
v?ﬁe set as tutors auéﬂ&l?e$‘?3 —Gahers indicate thet
ecasionslly someone needs more intensive iraining than the
ﬁﬁér&%ary instructor has time to give. Sometimes &
oreign student will be in thie category. Others point
out that cecasionslly & student will ask for help who 1z

t qualified to recelve 1t heosuse of resirictions upon

ollment in the laboratory.

3 Bleter Meriam Joseph, Seton Hill College.
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TABLE XXI

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF VARIOUS POLICIES
CONCERNING REFERRAL TO PRIVATE TUTORS
FROM WRITING LABORATORIES

Number Percentage
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B. COUNBEILIEG

In conslidering procedures in which the lsborstory
nstructor actuslly deales with the student regerding the
‘ﬁﬁéEﬁﬁtﬁ writing problems, sttention must be given first
£ &1l teo the polielies whieh seenm to glve direction to the
astructore' efforte, then te descriptions of individuel

Eboretory procedures.

Qomposition pelicy. what sre the principles on
vhich present~day wrikting~laboretory instructore bese thelr
procedures? Which elements of ecompssition are considered
#ﬁ@% importent, which lees important? In an effort to get
'ﬁ-aha snewers to these %ﬁ&éﬁiﬂﬁﬁ in the present study,
l hm$&ﬁary instructore were asked (1) %o olte writings

h heve influenged thelr composition policies and (2) o
‘%ﬁﬁﬁ to & gﬁ&tameﬁa of policy written by & KMidwest
ﬁ%ﬁ!&ﬁ&@#*
The answers to these reguezte plunges one immedi-

tely inte » vigorous controversy between so~tslled "lin-
J_i#@a* snd so~cslled bpraomariens, ” Fries™ tells us thet
the early seeds of this sontroversy were sown by eigh-
senth~ceptury formsllistes sueh es Robert Lowth, Thomse

b 6. ¢. Pries, imericsn Eng few York,

ppleton~Century~-Crofts, 1ne.,
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Sheridan, &and Williasm Werd. These men deplored the
grammatioal incorrectness in the writinges of even the best
-authors éné urged & formal study of grammar rules to cor-
reect the deficienclies, Fries goes on to stiribute the
‘persistence of this eighteenth-century formelism in
twentieth~century Americe to the efforts of the grest
middle cless which rose in the nineteenth century to attain
oclel aeceptablility through the instrumentation of the
peller znd the gr&mm&r;5

Fries arranges the attempts to determine what should
be teught in an English course in three groups! (1) Those
‘which deal wlth & gyetematic study of grammer, its syniax,
and 1ts inflections; {2) those which base thelr procedures
gpecific error c@ﬁﬁtﬁ end attemptas $o eradicete the
rrors most commenly made; and (3) those whieh atiempt to
etermine the actual usage of *"educated® people and eumploy
‘%¥hat usage as the sole criterion for good English,é Fries
himeelf advocites refinemente on the methods of this last
;g?aup. He believes in emphesizing an ewereness of the
denotations and connotations of worde in the c¢ircumstences

in which they are used, with speciel attention to the

5 Ibid., p. 19.
6 Inia., ». 23.
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goeclal level which specific usage indicates.’

El&ewheres

Frieg pointe out thét the lingulst-gram-
#&riaa controversy must have actually had ite roots in two
hostile echools of thought among the Greeks of the second
entury B. C.! (&} the "znslogiste, ® who insisted on the
identity of the word end the idea which it represented and
& strict adherence to gremmaticel rules, and (b) the
v&aﬁﬁ&l&eﬁs,“ who mainteined that there wes no necessary
onnection between the word and the ldes and that the only
mmeticsl rules which should obtain were thoge sanctioned
nd nurtured in soclal uBage.

These ldess of the snomaligle, o0ld ss they are, seem
¢ have much in gommon with those of Alfred quzyﬁgki, who
given an lmpetus to the llnguistic school of thought in
¢ twentieth aeﬁ@ﬁryi Korzybski's ‘consclousness of ab-
rection'? 1s really en awsrences of the fact that thers
f“na negcessary connegtion Betw%an the word and the ldez or

¢0t which it represents, Kopzybekl maintsins that this

7 Ibid., p. 2k

¢, 0. Fries, he 1
4ahi§an, The Geovrge Wi

; ) piish, annaﬁrber,
:ishing g Company, 1949,

A 9 plfred Korzybskl, Sclence and Ssnit i 4o Introdue-
kion Lo ﬁ&n*ﬁr stat&l a‘ Sveteme ahi Gener Q@gtigs
?X”ET“Y‘“"Eﬁna»ry Tife Prese

1%@8;‘p. &2& (Eerlier editions appeared in
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“awareness 1s importent because it resulis in “celayed

. pesction® which gvolds sementic sheck when objects dontt
irgielé expected results. He illustretes the princliple by
regounting en experience of attempiling to eil on & chair.
the chelr ﬁﬁll&?ﬁﬁﬁ under him, but Rorzybskl wes urdurs.
trﬁﬁ caught himgelf in midesir becsuse he 4idn't necesearily
expeot “chair® ﬁé funetion ae & &&azﬁlg Forzybeki further
pontends thet langusge 1s not & static medium of comwunice-
$ion, thet there should be & "neturel survivel order in
eveluationt the event firet, the object nsxt; the object
fi?aﬁ, the lebel nexti desaription first, inferencss naxt«13
Thie idea of %events,® never the same in suctession, even
§§a&g& designeted by the same word for & comparetively
dimited perivd of time, seens to be inherent in the | .
theories of the lingulste of &ll time, including the an~

who bellieve

at *snomelliste® snd those of the present day
being sensitive to the changlag ussge of soslety.
Irving 4. Lee, for instance, ma of Eorzybskile most
erdent admlrers, reminds us thet "things® snd "thinking®
&re ever in process., He warns that statementez sbout lane
ga&ga usage cannot it for “slletime, * thet lengusge ipso 4

10 Loe. gif.
1 1pia., p. 450,
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12 Lee contends that 1t i the

gggﬁg,ia‘nat statie,
gesunption of fell-nese’ which preserves ignorsnce end
blocke further 1&axnia§,lj

it ig this same intolerance of the ides of "gll-

ness® which mekes Hayskews eﬁmyaainlg ebout Hnglieh .

$eschers vho, steeped in ocutmoded grammsticel devices, in-

618t that certsin expressions are ‘right® (under ell eire

imatences) end thet others sre *wrong® {under zll ciroum—

ances )y He says that students who ere lsughed at for o
geying “dith vhom sre you gelng to the party?® insiead of
ho ere you going o %hﬁ\?&&%g with?® loge faith in the
116k teachors who taught them to be unreslistie about
ciel usege.

Pooley recugnizes five levele in English ﬁ&&gﬁklﬁ
16 1lliterate level, charescterized by such expressions ag
suge and ty, Pooley would mot tolerete in the claes-

3 1& Il‘?iﬁg Js Lee,
iw York, Herper Brothere, 19

13 1pia., p. 65,
14 s, X ﬁﬁy

15 nobert O. ?ﬁai&g, ieh Usege, Few York

Phey DDy LE~2H,
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! formel English, examplee of which are post g¥eryone &nd

- ‘$hese king, he advoecates as usage for the tsacher in the
elaseroom and the gosl for conversational student usage,
Stenderd formel English, cherecterized by rigid sgreement
in subject-verb and pronoun-sntecedent reletionships end

r gareful theme-~writing. The literery level, replete

th pondercus terme end sonorous phrases such ae cre found
in Lincoln's “Gettysburg Address, ¥ Pooley would reserve fop
thoge vho would go beyonéd mers ﬁ#&fﬁlﬁ@a& to srtistic

| 2 Peachers and students, in alteampting
%é differentiste smong these 1&?&2&, eould amost profitebly

meke continuods suprveys of the communities in which they
18

live, agsording to Pooley.
This ure af_ﬁhﬁ comuunity sz & seceurding-stick, howe
ver, doss not po unchallenged, ﬁ&iﬁﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ@i&&i? thet
e public iteelf demands & priestly sest whose function
‘must be to lay down end ingerpret the lew., He implies
that feashers of English cennoct sveld this ?&E?@ﬂﬁibili%?&

16 Ibig., vo. ko~kz.

17 Laaiz ﬁg ﬁa&aﬁaﬁ. *Khaﬁﬁ Good English?® fmeriecsn
1stion of I gity Professors Bulletin, Vol, 38,




171

Kot discounting the velue of objective and continuous
observation of current ussge, he argues that the amesseing
of faotual informetion about thaet usege ls not the lin-
guistte sole responsibility. UWhatever is ls not neces-
sarily right, he saye, and guotes from hisg library the two
féllawing examples of non-adherence %o "rulss, ¥ examples
which he insists result in poor communigation:

1, vhat appearance 4id life present to the
multitudinous maen who in ever-ineressing abundsnce
the XIXth Century kept produecing?

2, What the fungi 6o 1s eatiech themselves %o
plente, borrowing thelir ffg&s from 1t as perasites.
In eo deing, they rot it.

Even if most peopls in e community wrote sentences like
: b£&e, Sslomon would sdvocate keeping rules on the stebute
Books egeingt such ugage, and vigorous police asiion to
nferee the rules.

Begldes the writings referred to above, three text~
ke are nemed by writing-leboretory instructors ae in-
fluences on composition poliey, The composition policy
'va&lea‘inrih@aa texts will be revi&ﬁ%ﬁ in the following
peragraphs. | |
| Birk and Eirklg take & semantle &ﬂpr@a@h to COmPO=

18 mm, p, 447,
19 ﬁesm&n B, Ezrh Gem@vxava B, Birk ,uaerf
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sition, The first two ghapters deal with the differences
‘between referential meaning end attitudinal meaning and
with the uses of “aharged“ lengusge, The third chapter
#xpleins that certsin conventlons sbout spelling, capitali-
getion, pungtustion, structure, and style have become etan~
dard practise in the use of the English langusge. These
gonventions, maintein Birk snd Birk,

enbody beele principles of gremmer and construction;
they muet not be violsted by & writer who expects
the attentlion of educated resders, Other con-
ventiong discussed here sre largely matiers of
sooepled form; the writer who hasg & good sense of
style and is working for a particuler effect hes
some freedom in fellowing or departing from them,
The average college student, however, ie unwise to
take liberties with standard prectlee. Be should
remember thet the conventional usage is safe, and
thst departures from it may produce an walsavorable
reaponsge ﬂﬂﬁﬁg'QﬁﬂﬁQQﬁﬁnﬁ loss of the full meaning

_ he intendsd,” C

Intelligent choice must be exercised, according to Birk and
irk, in whether to use, for exsmple, "We put on the feed
bag st eix® (vulgete English), "We eat at six® {informal
glish), or *We dine &t eix* (formal English). The time
rlece of the usage dietate the appropriate language.
enclude Birk and Birk,

Perrin®l inetste that knowledge of and use of

20 1pia., 2. 66.

. 21 perter G, Perrin, Writer's Gulde snd Index %
3z1ish, revised edition, Hew York, Scoft, Foresman &%%
mpany, 1950, 833pp.
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gurrent informal English {that of educeted and socially
eatablished people) are escentisl for acceptable writing,
He describes, rether than pregeribes, thie usage, as well
es formel English, which he says has 1ts place in academic
eireles, end Vulgate, or unedueated, usage, which he says
1s out of place in sny writing situation. The aim of his
beok, says Perrin, is

to give situdents encugh information about thelr '
living and lively langusge 10 help them answer <
guestions about what they should say in a specifioc
_siltuation by epplying principles of sppropristeness,

The eore of the spproach le understanding why ohe

vord or construction is better then asnothier and in

what clircumstences it 1s better. In this way

studenis ten Beke much of the respoasibility for

their expression end for fthelr growth in the natural,

confident speaking and writing thet conetibubtes ~ :
Good English. Both teachers and gtudents find such 1
& relative approach realistlie, in keeplng with both
art end sglence, and conducive Lo greater interest
and aur&rggyeﬁﬁh than & narrower and mopre negative
approach,

Tenney believes®~ that reeding and writing are twin

gciences which ghould be tsught concurrently, One of his

tenete geems ta’ba-that only by training himeelf ﬁé plaﬁé

himgelf among the resders for whom & plece of writing ie

in&eaﬁa&, can one trein himself to keep his resders in mind

¥hen he writes. Tenney deens importent the ability to f

Ay

23 péwerd A, Teeney, Ingellicent Reeding, New York,
5. Crofts and @gmpaay, 1938, p. ¥.
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distinguish smong the denctetive snd connotelive meanings
of ﬁsrés and %0 be sensitive o the effect of context uoon
the m&an&ng‘af words,

He indirecetly teaches dlseriminetion in the uee of
words by sxplalnlng how & writer's choice of words revesls
his semantic beckground, For inetsnece, he saye, & orefer-
ence for genersl words instesd of pertlicular words may
reveal (&) sometimes heziness, iﬁex&&%na#s, and timidisy
of mind; (b) sometimes deliberste végaeaaaa or deception;
snd (c) cometimee &n ignorsnce of gramaay &nﬂ'rﬁataria‘ﬁw
Famerous reeding provlems with éarfesﬁﬁaéing writing
probleme on $eer-out sheets further emphasize Tenner's
Aneistence on the iﬁﬁ&&ﬁéy«mﬁﬁn@& of reading and writing
theories, ’

Egection %o Frofeceor Hood's poliey. In addition
%0 citing writings which hed influenced their composition
peliecy, many laboratory in&tr&gt&#a responded to the ine
?13&tian to reect to the following statement made?s by br.
Bobert G, Mood, professor of Englieh st The Municipel
University of Wiehits, Wichits, Ksnsast

2 ibid., p. 36,

25 fobert G, Hood, unpublished letter, November, 1951,
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Our composition poliocy recognizes thet conformity
to conventlonsl usege ln composlilon--written or
gpoken~~is of lese importance then effectiveness
in writing and speaking. 1 think thet we try to
make the studente themselves reslize thet confor-
mity to eonventionsl usage 18 & pert of effective~
aess anG that we postpone lnstructlon in 'ussge!
t111 we get students' demand, 4 naturel result

is thet in some sectlions of our composition we
never get sround to 'gramwar' or ‘usege'.

Only seven guestlonnalire suawerers simply sgreed wizhAzhe
statenent, Some agreed with verying degreee of reserve-
tion, but meny expressed definite opoosition to the ides
%f lexity in tesching the fundementsls and of l&xiﬁy in
enforming to them, a8 i indlecated in Teble XXIIL. fﬁi&
teble contsins spproximetions of comments on Professor
ﬁﬁaﬁ'a statement.

i There wae & falrly generous sprinkling of commente
to the effect that the study of gremmer per ge i fusile.
In these commente ¢en be Glscerned £ genersl skepticism
sbout the intringiec velue of gresmer &5 &n etsdemlit sube
Jeet. Even & knowledge of terminology is not deemed ime
portant, Instesd, there ig emphssis on fﬁ&ﬁ&&ﬁ% writings
from expericnce and intersst, without concern for ﬁaa&enn’
tions, The traditionsl hendbook and exereise-book approsch
;3 avoided, PFroblems of gramﬁar'&r@ tv&aﬁa& aﬁly\aa re-
Yeeled in ptufent writing end only in co-the-spot dilscus~
glone with the inetructor. One exXpression of this polint

of view la & etetement thst, in genersl, the aversge student
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TABLE XXII

FREQUERCY OF MENTION OF VARIOUS TYPES OF
COMMENTS REGARDING WRITING-
LABORATORY POLICIES

- ot ‘

o Nos each  Total each
oximated Comments ‘ Sub-topiec Heading

I. GBAMMAR ARD EFFECTIVENESS CANe

: ROT BE TAUGHT SE?%RATELY 20 :
4 therough gre ng in the ;
fundamentals is egsential 6 :
Tha f&éaity a8 8 whole snd the
tmt:iam damé imtma«

2

3%@3@& mﬁ‘ ' ﬁemé wmahiag
8

b zt‘r@ méizzs amtie

mwtz.{m in readers is iwmpor- 3
Rega@ﬁmmr Aﬁi lemela of usage 5
guage 48 & soeisl skill 7
Lanm is & living, flexi~ _
ble tool. 2

1T, s%thmg ?ERSE ngmi zwu . : ;6
‘ be taught as academic subjecte, 4
Students need not know termin-

ﬁiagy of Brammar. &
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TABLE XXII (CONTINUED)
FREQUENCY OF MENTION OF VARIOUS TIPES CF

COMMENTS REGARDING WRITING~
LABORATORY POLICIES

oximated Comments No. each Tetal ﬂach

Sub-topie Heading

Problems of greanmgr should be
handled anly a8 they hecome
apparent from writing. L

When sku&gﬁt writes snd rearites,
prob. ' grammer teke care
af‘thgﬁaeivagg . &

I?¢ EMPHASIS SHOULD BE PLACED ON
ORGANIZATION AND CONTENT. 13
There should be clear, orderly

,w.”%aﬁiﬁﬂ of ¢lesr, orderly

?hg.aﬁ,~*&y ﬁa desl with rles
of prammur s less 2m rbant
than correet, forgeful writing., 3

Thers ghaald ha A @aﬁﬁgal.aéeat

gain by
izing idens af a§§§¥&, idgas
glaaa@ﬁ £rﬁm 8 good book of
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who hee something te say csn say it and his menner of
seying it ven be directed.

&snother body of comment in substential sgreement
with Professor Wood's stetement holds that emphasis in
coaposition policy should %&'91&&aﬁlaa orgenieation and ‘
aaﬂtént &t the exvensze of ponsiderations of gremmer and
mechanlos, .Eﬂﬁt?ﬁﬁtﬁrﬁ who stress this eporeach urge their
students to devote & considersble amount of time to getting
segimileting, and reosrgenizing ideas before they attempt to
gommunicste them, The instructore feel that further em-
phesie should be pleced on isolation of central 1&&&3,
supported in concrete diotion, 4 faecet of thie point of

Yiew geeme to be that studente gein rlueaay by summariszing
ifess of others without injecting bises.

84111 &ﬁash&r group belleves thst semsnile consider-
etions ere more importent than gremmaticel conslderatione,
Yet, they maintein, the ability to predict eemantic re-
sctions involves & knowledge of the conventions., The
resder, they sey, mey think ug 'lgnorsnt! Af we do not
Bheerve the conventlionsg, Lengusge is thought of &2 &
soclsl skill, The student must know conventione ss he
would good menners, then use them as & freme of peference
with which he mey teke wellwoonaldered libertlies. These
liberties mey well be ihe ?asﬁXE ¢f the student's obeser-
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yetion of the languege s8 & living, flexible tool, subject

to continucus change., As & soeclel skill, leanguage reveals

goclel level, and the well-informed student must be able to
sommunicate &t whatever level he neede or chooses (0 use.

&bout helf of those who express &n oplinlon sbout 1
Frofessor Kood's etztement take vigorous exe&gﬁiaa te his |
indifference to the teaching of fundementals., They inslst
%hat'gr&mﬁar and effectivencss cennot be taught sepersately..
o them Shorough grounding in the fundsuweniale 18 & formi-
@&h&e mast, Observation of current ussege ig not rellisble,
they say, beceuse current usege 16 not necessarily ae ef-

‘ ective &5 it might be., Direct study of the hesndbook is
sdvised, especislly in the metter of punctustion, This
point of view i& pertly & result of the attitude of the
?ﬁﬁuity a8 & wh@i& end of the sdministration in particulsr,
1t more & result of personsl convigtion thet precision and
sdherence 1o rules ere salutery, that if & student's me-
%h&naas lizp he will not be effective. Walting for student :
demand is espeelslly objectlonsble to this group, who ‘
%@iigve that impetus smst come from the teagher's meture

gﬁﬁ&ﬂ&ﬁtg Studente, they eay, cannot demand something they
ﬁnﬁw'naxhiag sbout snd should not be penalized for myster- ‘
viama rules with which they ere not femiliear, |
Beeldes thelr resotions to Professor Mood's stste~
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. ment, two laboretory directore have &xpﬁésaeﬁ thelr
composition ?alief in Journsl erticles. Thesge directors
are Eﬁ@ﬁ@l ¥, Balisbury, slsconsin State College,

ﬁilwa&k&e, snd Preneclie P, Chiebolm, Wlsconain State College,
River Falls, ;
In 1936, Selisbury wee giregsing the eaﬁéepﬁ of |
gsentence bullding ae opposed to the cuncept of ssntence
&n&i&sla.gé This concept, she ssid, mekes fewer gram~
maticsl tarmg necessary, Qoly eleven are essentiall
ghraﬁa, plense, sentence; connective, modiflien, zéfwara,

-

interruster; sublect, verb, noun, end prondun, In using
them, teachers should telk sbout reletlonshdps of ldess
ingtesad of using such teras &s “subordlnste conjunetion,®

being eure to develop the voncept of gndrness in sentence

In 1939, Saliesbury sdvocsted pimiler elmplifiecation
of punctustion ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&?ﬁﬁ;ﬁ? ¥riters, she @&iﬁ; pan get
slong very well with #ha period, the ﬁ&&%&, and the question
merk for the three functiene of separating, conneeting, and
%&ﬁking on. @r&mmﬁr, she said, ehould not dietale muneta»

35 ﬁa@h@l F. Balisbury, *The Psyu&alagy of Composi-
‘ Joura Eﬁ;ﬁ.‘jﬁ*ﬁﬁ; Hay, 1936.

27 fschel ¥, Sslishury, *Ihe Peychology of Punctusee
iton, ¥ English Journel 26t ?5éwamé, Degembsr, 18939,
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stion., Functuetion should revesl meinlinag, end loops modl-
fiars cen e discussed se such, without & suitiglicity of
gremusticel terms,

in 1gh2, Zulisbury relitereted her Lléess about
geonomy in the wes of gresmer and punetuation, but went
further to espbesite the lmportence of the orgenlzetion of

2é ghe steted thet the writer who tan orgenize hisg

i&&ﬁﬂ,
kdesze hee woh helf the batfle for erganizing sentences snd
persgrephs, She advocated “"strong® words for *streongt
thinking, specifics instesd of genevelizations { ¥slept
soundly on pise nesdles® inetesd of *enjeysd & wonderful
Alght*), The need for resding in sreperation for writing
wig 2leo slrecced: '
" ¥he best sehool is thet in whick the Sesthber in~ |
epires so muok intelligent, thoughiful resdlog thet ‘
expresslon-~full, sonstrustive, and ofben orestlive
gm@rﬁﬁﬁiﬁa,gé& alaam gtrong sentences~~Le slaply
Lnevitable.
In 1986, Sx)iebury lseld &aam Lthe fﬁl&ﬁﬁiﬂg'gviﬁﬁiﬁlﬁﬁ
r tesching gresusy peycholopleslly:
1, ¥eke the concest clear--ostabiish pereeption,
Es Btert the heblt lmuedlate

) 3
3. Fortify 1% with o2 much i gawﬁmﬁ &8 poseible,
&, Hever 4llov e &mﬁagﬁ&ﬁﬁ*

“3 Ruohel ?a ﬁ%liﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ, *%hiﬁ&iﬁﬁ*ﬁ&ﬁ Wey Lo Sene
$ense Strength, ¥ Enelid ! B, 311 193, Haveh, }»?&‘E

% ois., b 3&33,
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5+« Repeat &% intervele for meintensnce of skill
and sutomaticity.-Y

Chisholm!s main esﬁtesﬁian in one article’l is that
writing and é?&ﬁking &héulﬁ elweye be ftaught a2 goglsl Q
igkillsz ise., in connecilon with resding and liaﬁ&n;ngg |
60 thati ﬁh@vstaéaak gete the ldea of writing or spesking
¥ith an sudience, not Just in the &batraez‘tm an instructor
far the purpoge of & “merk®. Elssvhere Chisholm testi- ‘I
0832 that the methods of genersl sementies teach students
o be 1essvﬁbaﬁra¢t* less basty in jJudgment, and less dog- ?
metic in their evalustions,

Griteria for evalusting stutent wriblpg Criteris 1
evalusting stufent writing, listed in questionnsire
urng by lsberstory instrustors, may be tlassified under
¢ failauiag headings: English w&&g& end digtion, style,
rgenizetion or formulstion, ldes or tvhought coatent,
‘feetiveness, manuscript ferm and eppesrance, and pregmatic
gonsiderstions, Table XXIII is & :zaaa:mﬁm of the number
»@} ingtructors ﬁ&ﬁ%i&ﬁiﬁg'a&ah of ﬁhesa griteris and of the

39 ﬂa@hgl ¥ Saixahuﬁg fgrammer and the Lews of
Leerning, English 35250, Hay, 19G6.

31 prencis B ﬁh&ﬁhﬁiﬁ, Wonmunicstions Uourse in &a&»
vel Education,” Jeachers College dournel, 201111, Hey, 1943

32 ppanele P, Chisholm, *Some Misconeeptions ebout
enerel ﬁamantiﬁe, Golliege Englisgh, 4:1412«6, April, 1943,
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TABLE XXIIX

FREQUENCY OF MENTION IN QUESTIONKAIRE RETURNS
OF CRITERIA FQR EVALUATING STUDENT WRITING

— " - —

. Ko. each Totel each
Criterion Sub-topie _Heading

i v o
- o o

I. ENGLISH USAGE AND DICTION
Seeially acceptable
Acceptable in business
Distinetion for differant
A b gg‘gritﬁ g nt

ppropria o student, ceurae,
gﬁd subject matter
Crammay and usage on & formal
level
Conscicusness of audience
{comminication factors)
Maximum of one erroer 4o one
hundred words
Mechanies
Spelling ,
Grammatieal usage
Gapitalization
Punctuation

II. ORGANIZATION OR FORMULATIOR
Form in relation to purpose
Paragraph structurs
Transitional devices :
Sentence sgtructure -

III‘ STYLE _ 15

Originality :

Fluency '

Concreteness or specificity

Clavity

Figurative lanpguage
implicity

Rea biiity

L1

22

R - TR - LTS S STR TR R SR L

0 bt o PO FE B

-ﬂ—t -

ﬂ
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TABLE XXIIT (CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF MENTION IN QUESTIONNAIRE RETURNS
OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING STUDENT WRITING

ot e amrrizans pobanlioaunting

' No. eaeh Total each
terion _ Sub~topie _Heeding

« EFFECTIVENESS IN ACCOMPLISHe-
MENT OF PURPOSE
Effective gager of several
paragra
Does he say what he is trying
to say?

V. IDEA OR THOUGHT CONTENT
Validisy of idaaa
Loglealnasgs

VI, PRAGMATIC SRITERXA 6
Dosg stadant;gﬁt batter»graﬁes -
in re theme pasigne )
menta?
Do imstructors comment on ,
student writing improvement? 2
Does student find writing
assipgrments less confusing
and easisr to do even if
gra&aa de not improve?

I, MA&QSGEIP? FGR& AND APPEARANCE 2 2

S I R S
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nuaber mentioning the verious fecets of each. The table
empheslizes the faet that wrlting laboretory instruetors
think thet metters of English ussge and dlcotion sre ey
more Smportant then other considerstions in evelusting

gtudent wri%iﬁgw

Use of handbook, Whether or not & hendbook should
be used ln deeling with & student in s writling lsborstory
geems to be & highly eontroversisl metier. Some instrue-
imr& velieve in simply referring the student to the hand-
ﬁ@@k; in eome taees not even indiecating the seﬁtiéﬁ or p&ge‘
%high needs study, Some instrustors tﬁiﬁk_ﬁﬁéﬁ dlscuseion
éf’the.ﬁtu&aﬁﬁ's gifficulty with him on the spot is the
only kind of help thet is effective. Others like & com-
ii&a&tiaﬁ;ar hendbook use end on-the-spot &lecussion,
Comments on the pelstive merit of these three pro-
dures fall into three categoriest {1) é&%&h&m&ﬁﬁt
diseuselion ﬁafxaiﬁezy'aﬁy@riar {2} ell needed and squally
i&gﬁrﬁaaﬁ, end (3) cholce dependent on the aiﬁn&ﬁinn¢
 Corwents of instructors who belleve thet @ﬂ*hha*é@ﬂﬁ
%1§augsiau ie derinitely superior to referrsl $o handbook
waphesize the feeling that meny students, even the better
nes, often resd butl sisundergtend & hendbook, Short ex~
plenstions usgally clesr yp points which these studente
%ﬁva never reslly uﬁﬁevataﬁﬁ, though they may have resd the
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ules on thes hundreds of times., Other comments polint oug
that 1% would probebly do 1ittle good to refer once more to
handbook & student who has ignored such referrsls before
r who has lacked the initisbive to oerry through on the
ﬁggasﬁzsn;

Comments of instructors who believe thet both one
he~gpbt discussion end referrsl to handbook are needed and
welly importsnt indleste tliev the comblnstion gaves much
gimﬁ, Hany students, they say, R&ﬁé*ﬁﬁlﬁbﬂ brief exnlans-
ton, perbapes of sn example or two in the handbook, to
tert them on independent correction of thelr errors.

Some instructers belleve that the cholee of on-the~
po% ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁsiﬁﬁ or referrel to handbook depends apon the
ftustion, Sometimes they refer compebent studeats to the
hendbook, but depend wholly on individusl conference with
resk studentes, %ﬁmﬂﬁi&@a it is & matter of time; 1f %ime
raite, on~the-spot talks are used, Une iﬂﬁ@?ﬁﬁ%ﬁr BE&YS
&t 4T the student is pot ¥riting well begsuse he is not
| sking the trouble the handbook is & good procedure, If
;ﬁﬁwe?er, the instructor continues, the student is confused
or afrald of writing or does not have & satlsfectory beoke
Bround in ussge, the individusl conferenve is the place to
‘begin, |

Provedures

Procedures of lndividuel lesborstopries
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smployed by individuel labor:tories in perscnel desling
with thelr students {all under the geneprel cstegories of
2isgnosis, motivetion, ﬁaving studente uwrite, colliective
and priveate discusclon, remedlsl messures, and relecee
from laboratory in czses of required sttendence, Table

EXIV 12 & Egﬁul&%iﬁn of individual procedures.

Diegnosie, Disgnoels ie mede veriously from st&ﬁ@at'
#riting, obhjective testing, and prelinminery interviews.
Studente ueually wriﬁ@ for diegnoetic purposes ghort papers
en eubjects ebout which they ere femiliar, Tesbting often
goneiets of proofreading Lor errora. Freliminery inter-
viewe, sometimees fortified by QX%miﬁéti@n-af the student's
personnel file, frequently glve the ifnetrudtor lnsight in-

%o the student's troubles,

i, Studente often come to the writing

borstory desperetely motiveted hy'yaﬁr grades, poor tesgt
ores, registration restriotions, and withheld credit.
Une inetructor mentions giving the student insight inte
inguistie idess of levels of usege a8 & good motivsting

~Anstructore. Veuslly this eriting ie kept simple,




TABLE XXIV

FREQUENCY OF INDIVIDUAL PROCEDURES MENTIONED
IN INSTRUCTORS! DESCRIPTIONS OF
THEIR LABORATORIES

i wiicnaeeivn

i gt it

He« each Totel esch
Sub-topic _Heading

o O B o S S o A e SO s e e O T

+» DIAGNOSIS 10
From writing
From testing ‘
From preliminary interviews

. II. MOTIVATION 2

Low test scores

Poor grades in other gourses

Reglstration restrictions

Withheld credit

Ineight into limguistic levels of
usage

I §§§§§G szzggﬁnggﬁzTﬁ 15

’ g & themes
»Plaaaiﬁg bafore writing
Prﬁblem sa&mﬂtteé by another

3&591& zx&mia&ﬁiaa questions
 answered
_Eﬂﬂiﬂ$i$ on specific forms of
Emphasis on erganization and.
. @1&&# presentation
v. 813333519§ , 356
Privete conferences : 21
Group discussion on common
problams 5
Opague projector used 3

Mutusal student evaluation : 5
Partner mathod 2

|
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TABLE XXIV (CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF TNDIVIDUAL PROCEDURES MENTIONED
IN INSTRUCTORS' DESCRIPTIONS OF
THETR LABORATORIES

No., each Tetal each
Erocedure Sub-topic _Heading

ot : —_——"

+ REMEDIAL MEASUEES 67
Exercises and drill 20
Correction of errors 25
Correction of papers sent from
another instructor i3
Rewriting papers 8
Profile of errors 1l |
YI, RELEASE OF 8TUDBKTS REQSIEEB .
TO ATTEND 9 .
On basis of testing only ‘ 0 «
On basis of writing enly ' 5
On basis of writing and testing 3

* gtudent-instructor
_ ement that specific érill&
will help aiﬁ : | X
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- especially &% Tires, often consisting of one or two well
planned persgrephs., After the student has gzelned confi~
ace from hanﬁliﬁg slaple wpliting, he may be led into more
pomplex writing ézﬁaaﬁiana, such a8 & resesreh peper.
Bometimes emphesis is pul on ene or more of the four tre-
ditionsl forms of discourse~-axpositlion, narretion, deserip~
tien, snd srgumentation--in socordance with need or in-
regt. Several instructors mentlion thet they emphseize
prgsnization and clear presentation instesd of rules and
mechanics, Sometlmes the wriling ig done on problems sube
itted by referring instructors, snd sometimes semple
#xeminetions sre used from other courses; but more often
the inetruetor and student decide on & tople together.
Puring the writing, meny iastructors move &hﬁﬁﬁbthﬁ room,
elping sas aeeﬁaﬁ here and thera, Eg thie respect & sincere,
{riendly eporoesch l¢ considered moet impdriant hﬁ EOme,

Discussion. Discussion of writing probleme e sn
“importent phase of leboratory procedures. Nost often thisg
;ﬁiséaasiaa is individuel between the inetructor and the
tudent, Sometinmes leboretory instruttore ﬁ&&&ﬁﬁa ¢omBon
problese with the group present, at@éﬁ ¥ith the help of en
' 9pague projector or of typlesl themes mimeographed and &is-
:trihaﬁué‘ In two ceses leboratory students are pelired as
paertners and ﬁiagusg thelr work with esch other before sub-
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tting 1t to the instruetor. Appendix J ls ah sbridged
sneeristion of & tape recording of & conferenge between
r. ¥illism D. Beker, Michigan SBtste College, and one of
he etudente in his writing lsborstory. In the conference

r, Beker leade the student to understand the velue of

overgoming of gpecific mechenicel difficulties, But
rregtiaﬁlar errors found in student wriﬁiﬁg or sent from
erring lastructors or written in the laboratory is elso
prominent in deésoriptions of remedisl procedures, Some-
Lmen the pepers are completely rewrliten after reference
o h&n&&@a&a.tar‘sgﬁh epeclfie ltems &8 epelllng, hand-
¥riting, a&g&té&i&&%&uﬁ; vossebulary, punctuetlon, and grem-
mar, Listening for errors snd fauliy orgenisetion is con~
Bildered therspeutic in eeversl laboratories, The student
& asked veriougly to *listen us he writes;” resd hig sen~
ces aloud te himselfl opr Ehﬁvzaatﬁﬁﬁtar; &f%ﬁrW&rﬁa
gieking sppropriete corrections; or resd into & tepe re-
%ﬁr&ar, afterwarde pleying beck the r&aarﬁ&agva&&‘mﬁkiag &
%eit»&?ala&t&@a, In one cese the tape regording of indi-
viduel econferences has been found helpful.,
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Relezse. Release of students regulired to attend the

writing laboratory 18 ususlly sccomplished after the

© ptudent has demonstrated proficiency in wrlting. Determi-
inatiou of this prafiaieﬂgy is semétimes made on the bsasls
of achievement testing but more Oftéﬂ.ﬁﬂ the basgie of
student writing. Mutuel sgreement of the student and the
flaboratary instruetor or of "referring instructor and
~leboratery instructor is sometimes necessary, but more
plften release 1s acoomplished et the diseretion of the

Laboratory instrustor.
SUMMARY

ﬁrgania&t;aaai and counseling procedures were c§n~
“gldered in this éh&?tﬁr. Bome of these progedures were

. found to be more or less common to all writing leboratories,
f@thers,'eh&r&&teristie of only gertain leboratories, were.
'éisauaseé and tebulsted sg individuel proecsiures,
Orgenizational procedures include dlagnesis, enroll-
ment of students, sttendance snd progress recoerds, md
%Vererral to private tutors.

For diesgnogtic purposes, various laboratories mzke
‘use of stenderdized tests, student writing, end resulte of
entrence tests used by the echool. Two studies indiesate
that objective, proofreading tests have definite value in
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predicting degree of guceess in student writing, Sixteen
of the gixty lsboretories in this study make no formal
dizgnosls,

éﬁ?ﬂi&meﬂt fornme were submitted by six leaborstories
for inclusion in thie study (Appendix F),

Few distlnctive methods very the treditionsl keeping
¢f attendsnee records in coaventicnal elags~-roll books, A |

fow leborstoriss keep these records for & limited number of

members sre used in twelve schools, & ¥Eritinmg Leborstory
fenuel, in use at Ssn Frenelsoo Stete College, wes the only
£y1llabue eubmitted for thie study,

Comparatively few referrsls %0 privete tutors are
%@ﬁa, the inetrugtors consldeping the writing leboretory ee
& tutoriel service.

Polivies which govern counseling procedures in
writing leboratories are influenced lergely, eccording to
thoee few instructors who give oredit for the influence,

by modern linguiste such e& Fries, Lee, Pooley, and
Heyekaws., Individusl expressions of poliey, however, vary
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between grammetic conservatlsm and lingulstic libsralism, -
%ha‘farmer point of vliew being alighﬁlylfavareé.

Criteris for eveluating student writing, ranked in
grder of number of laborajories reporting their use, in-
~glude Englisgh usage and dletion, organization or formule-

ion, style, effectiveness in accomplishment of purpese,
des or thought content, and manuseript form and sappear-
ance.

" Whether or not a handbook should be used in & wri-
ing laboratory and how it sheuld be used, if used, ave
highly controvereial metters. Procedures vary among sim—
ple referral to handbook, on-the-spot discussion plﬁs re-
‘ferral to handbook, snd on-the-spot discussion excluding
}aag handbook use.

3 In desoriding their progedures, leboerstory instruc-
Yors indiecate limited uee of dlegnostic procedures, They
f'ﬁveal & decided preferense for individual, rather then
_group, counseling., Actusl writing on the pert of students

%8 reinforced in meny ceses with eppropriste drill and
‘handbook exercises. Correctlon of errors in writing done
in the leboratory and in writing done for other instruc—
zﬁﬁra playe & large part in student activitles. Individusl
elements mentioned in deseripiions of remedial procedures
include eapitalization, spelling, veesbulary, peragrech
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'gﬁruﬁtur&, minetuetion, outlining, gremuer, end hend-
writing, Comperatively few instructors indleste that they
V ave pepers rewritten. Heleass of studente reguired teo
ttend leborstories ie mede mostly on & baeis of sro-
iclency dam&néﬁrataﬁ in writing, &s 3&&5&& by referring
ingtructors «nd laborstory instruetors. Limited use is

pede of achievenent testing.




GHAPTER VII

LaBURATORY EVALUATION

| How well iz the writing leboratory helping indie
;vi&nals to improve thelr writing? Thet ls one question
whiah iaavitab}y}mngﬁ be & concern 1o &ll laboratory
A'parsanﬁélﬁ In an effort to answsy the questlion for the
‘ 3¢£§§ laborstories cooperating in the present siudy, cor~
respondents were ssked to eveluate thelr cwn lebarstories
and to nominste & Jury of experts who sghould exemine and
eppreine the dste oblained from cuestionnsire returns,
The purpose of thie shapter will be (4) to review the
pesulting self-evelustione end (B) to make & report on the
Jury findinge,

A, BELPWEVALUATIOR

Belf-evaluation wes found to 5& for the most pert
#ﬁbﬁ&ative, yet in some cases to some extent objective,
Efforts at objective self-evalustlion will be tonsidered f

tests. Only twelve of the sixty
writing leboretories covpersting in the preseant gtudy re-

ported uslng etandardized schlievement teste., Of these,

four reported using the Americen Council on Eduecstion Co-
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operative inglish Teste, three ihe Murdue Test, two the
Ynited Btetes srmed Foroes Institute fensrel Sdusstionel
Z%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ;ﬁ&ﬁ% Toest in Zffectiveness of Epreasion, one the
Kirby Grepaer Teeb ond the Suith and BoCullough Resenbisls
of Zngilsh Tegts, 985 & standardized desertnentel fioel

exeminstion prepared by the Fhelorls Lomnitied, ons & tesl
suprlied in the handbook ueed, end one an unbemed Hest.

Twe leboratory dirvsctors were franbly sheptlical of
fsaﬁ velue of objeotive achlevemant, toste, ¥We W, Selden~
eng, % Boorbest State Yesschers Colleps, zeld thet no
a0l onss sre sveilable. Cereio X, Bfenley, &% the S%ate
fversity of Iows, comuented thet her interest is in whet
ptudents sotually write and in thelr @#%g&@@m in
Ltinge~from peper o peper. She hed Tound, she eald. no
snderdised echievemsnt Lest which could serve the purpose
£ meseuring thet Progress.

wborutoriee oblecsive #ﬁ@@ﬁ#ﬁ&@m& af
chievenent-test results with dlsgnostitetest ropults hed
been sede. However, the pesults hed been ompiled end fne
sroreted 1o only two sehools, Ssoresents Stete College
st the Generel College of the Unlversity of Mimassots,
eorge ¥, Creel reported on tka sxperisent et
Bscramento State College, one conducted during the Wil=52
fell eemeeter., In the expericent the Ucopsrative Sngileh
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Peet wes used ln dlsgnostle and achlevement %e&ﬁimgﬁ Cne
third of the students showed regression and two thirds a
glight advence, Oreel is of the opinion that sueh testing
e of 1ittle velue in Eﬁﬂﬁiﬁg & a&r&ﬁna over & two~or-
three-month period,

Leon Reismen reported on the experiment ia the
Genersl College of The University of Kinnesotse, slso con-
ted during the fall 1951~52 term, One laboratory group
gefe about & forty-percentile gsain on the Suith and Helul~
sugh Cesentisls of Fnglish Test, & ‘*reguler® control
#ection without the emphesis on mechaniss (cherseteristic
ﬁ'Eh&vexﬁﬁri&ﬁ§$&l_§?ﬁﬁ$} mede sbout & t@ﬁwﬁﬁ?&%ﬁ%&lﬁ gain,
owever, sfded Helemen, the latter group probably wrote
etter b %h#-&ﬁﬁ-af the querter. -

&ﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁmaxAgﬁaﬁﬁg.ﬁﬁaf:%T'») £ A 111 EE sl
ttemptes to compare the &ahiavemaﬁz of 1&@@r&t@?§ a%&ﬁa&ﬁs

{th that of nen~leboratory etudents yielded verving reeults
- fnterpreted by laboreatory directors, && #ichipgan 8tate
ﬁﬁllegﬁ'tﬁirﬁaaa pereent of the students who were expected
o enroll in the Writing Service and who &id pot, l&ft
ehool, Only one pergent of those who &1d earcll 1#?%
;gﬁhﬂﬁig At The University of Bridgeport complete sets of
i%bﬁﬁ@ﬁg reparts, ett. were reed. In genersl, the investi~
getion sugpested thet the clinicel work wes of some values,
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- $hough not one hundred per cent effeative, At Btephens
yﬁﬁll&g& the sehievement of the laboretory students vwas con-
“plderec pelow eversge. The difference wes sccounted for by
vthﬁ fact thet lsborastory stndents ere selected by writing
instructeors on the bsgle of thelr need of *sxtrs help, *

- glthough other students ere invited to sttend for indivi-
fiel reasons. AU Anderson Collasge grester iaprovement was
poted on the Znglish effestivencas part of the flnal examiw_
stion over the entrence examinstion of those who sttended
slmost &ll or sll of the writing seseione and completed
individusl sesigoments than wes noted on the tests of those
¥who had poor laboretory sttendsnecs records.

igbaraﬁary dirsctors 18 the v&gﬁlﬁ of the resttion they
enee on the pert of referring inetructors and ather

oulty members who express en interest in the vovk. This
egtion La overvhelmingly favorsble, &8 interpreted by
“$he thipty-three directors who reported on it. Heports on
vorseble commente of fellow ieachers outoumber regorts on
Favorable comments eight %o one. PFurthermore, fsvorsble
somaents are sald to be qualified freguenily by the super
lstives yery end post, used with such expressions s co-
‘operative, greteful, fevorsble, helpful, considercte,
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—gheress unfsevoreble pomunents sre

ususlly salé to De gualified by worde like few, little,
periieps, or gecesicngl. ©Of two laboratory directors who
§ﬁ¢$i?& 1ittle or no comment from fellow teathere, oneé in~
terprete the gilence as favorsble, snother interprets it
B8 unfevorsble, On the vwhole, then, 1t must e eoncluded
ﬁﬁa# faculty resetlion to writing-leboretory work is for
the most pert very fevoreble.

Atitude of students in writing lsboretorles, Re-
Botion of students to the writlng leborstories 18 inter~

preted by thelr lnstructore && elmesl oae hﬁﬁ%&e& per cent
ﬁ&var&ﬁ&ég %&ﬁse 1&5%&&&@@?& indicate lo cuestionnsire
turns frequent expressions of appresistion and gretifi-
setion on the g&rﬁ ¢f thelr students. Htudente often re~
§ﬁ¥$ to thewm, they sey, ilaprovement in scsdenle grades end |
suecess in exeminetlions, euceess which they sttribute to
“%%i? in the writing X&b&rﬁtér@; Kemy times instructors
Heve found their students to be their best advertisers,
Repested voluntery stténdence ls thought to be further
g#iﬁanaa aé setiefeotion, Those who ettend voluntarily ere
%ﬁﬁﬁghﬁ»tﬁ be especlelly serious snd enthuslszstie. Resent~
ment of required attendsnce is sometimes ﬂ@%ﬁ&,'ﬁﬂﬁ in-
structors slmost unanimously sgree that thls resentment
goon dissppeare end is replasced by gretltude and coopera-
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: tivenees.t Gnly two insiructors note genersl lasiing

. disestiefzction. In both cases the dlssetisfaction ie
ceused by sttendance which ls required and for which no
unit credit is glven.

An especlelly interestling comment on student re-

_ sotion is that of Dr., aAnne Lohrli, lnsiructor la the
writing leboratory at Hew Mexieo Highlands Unlversity. oDr,
Lohrll seys thet her etudents ere interested in heving the
?ﬁ%&fﬁ ﬁfiﬁﬁ#ﬂ by then for one depertzsent resd ﬁy SGmGONE
in the Bnglish Depertment from the polnt of view of correct
English, They sre cwrious, she gsys, =5 $o the evaluation
4hat the lebopretory ilnstreetor w&&ilmak&?&f thelr handling
éf the Eﬂgiish langusge., Bhe adds thaet sfter attempilng

gﬁ explain $e the laboratory instructor wﬁ&% %aay‘me&alﬁy
their ¢loudy gentences end dengling construetions, stu~
fents, usuelly of thelr own sccord, mske the inferenve that
afequete trestment of eubject matter 1s ingompatible with

gereless, insorrect phraseology and orgenizetion,

¥pitten ptudent e¥slustion, Written student
evsinstions are requested in four writing leboratories,

1 In questioning the students on the cempus of
¥isconsin Stete College =% Milwsukee, where attendance ig

puired of some etudents, the present investigstor
§z§§r1§a & highly Tavorsble aftitude Soward the writing
eboratory.
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cgecordlng to questionnelre returng, Two of these labora-
itaries use evalustion sheets {Appendix L) on which students
%&rg agked to respond to definite questione. In the other
V_wm, essey eveluatlons are requeat&&. |

4t the end of the quarter durlng the spring of 1952
n evaluation sheet (Appendix L) was used experimentelly at
he University of Denver. The reactlion of elght-six stu-
ents wae decidedly favorable. There were some enthusiasm,
¢h gretitude, and little indiffarenae demongtrated.

1y resentment hed for the most part disappesred by the
#nd of the quarter. Individusl work assignmente and com-
inetlon lecture~sxerclse gesslons were found to be about
gually popular, A greet majorlty of the students indi-
ated that their confidence in their writing ebllity had
en incressed. Most students felt that writing-laborstory
natruction had been of some help in other couwrses, Over-
1l estimates of wrliting-laboratory &2@ﬁriéﬂﬁ$ were almost
nimously faverable.

An eveluation sheet (Appendix L) was used &t the end
the epring semester, 1952, &t Ssn Diego Btate ﬁe;iage.
he thirty-two students who filled in anewers all exﬁreaeaﬁ
ppreclation and epprovel of the writisg leborsatory. The
ajority, in listing the aspects of the laboratory lnstruc~
ﬁan which they liked most, mentioned the individualized



203

ecouneeling, inecluding the isolation and treaiment of only |
those factors which seemed 0 be troubling them., Seversl

sommented on the permissiveness of the lsboratory setup and

the feeling of confidence inepired, "even in the face of

fallure, ¥ 26 one student exdressed 1%, SBugpestione for
physieal-eetup improvements included better quarters, bet-

ter cheirs and tebleg, better sudio~vigual equipment and

nore ef 1%, &nd = better position for the fiﬁaw Turasce,

Bugzestions for lmprovenment in procedure inciuded more

enphesis on @rﬁﬁtﬁfa writing ineteed of so much on grammer

-ﬁﬁﬁ @aﬂaﬁuﬁt&en* more emphaels on dlsgnostic teeting and

mechanlos, and more pressure on individusl lsboretory

students,

A% Bacremento Stsate College; &ll students ere asked

to write &b evalustion of the laborstory at the eud of the

ers, Fost sre fevorsble., Ho sumsary of the evelustlons

hes been msde,

A% Stockton College, student evelustions sre baged

#a,the following questionet (1) What were the csuses for

your needing lsborstory help? (2) In whet weys have you

profited Ly the experience? (3) ¥het suggestions have you

for future proeedures? In &?&&ﬁﬁt&ﬁg the responses. el

h@né, Kise Ins Hoymon, director of the laburstory, die~ 1
gounted the element of courtesy toward the instruetor om

&
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¢he part of the student, but stated that ninety-five per
¢ent of the comments were favorable,

In & visitation of the writing laborctory &t slscon~
gin State College in Eilwesukes, the invesiigetor, with the
gonsent of Dr, Rachel Selispury, who was in charge, asked
the students %o respond éﬂﬂﬁﬁ&éﬁsly in writing to two
questions: (1) Do you feel that the exercises you sre now.
deing end ﬁia&ggaing with the instruetor {exercises in -
Jones, Wallste, and Joses, New Prsctice Hendbook in English)
reslly help you in your sctual writing? {2) ¥hat aspect
ot the leboretory work is mosi helpful to you? In an-
swering the firet question, Cifteen of the seventeen stu~
ents present ssld yeg, moet of them adding epecifie en-
forsesent of the procedure; two steted that they did nog
fTesl thet such work i beneficisl., In angwering the gegond
?%ﬁaﬁtinn* aost of the students pralsed the individuel
attention they received, & few being specifie sbout gremmer,
usage, punstustion, end spelling.

egponse to the question *Do some people come buck on thelr

own initietive after & succegsful referred experience?®
Ihirty-five laboretory dlrectors enewered yes, live gooe-
Blonelly, four po, two pot yel., «nd one pot usuelly,
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Other evidence jhet writine leboprstories are sccom-
piishing their oblectives. uriting laberetory dirsctors

were scked whaet evidence other than direct tescher-end-
gtudent opinion they pought or reselved that thelr ssrviess

were socomplishing whet they were supposed fo sccomplieh.
Fifteen directors responded %o the guestion, Thelr shswers
%ili be reviewed in the following paragrephs.

‘ in 1?52; Appel maede & atu&yﬁ &% The General College
6f The Universlity of MHinnesote %o ﬁ@ﬁ&rmi&a,.frém the
records of students who transferred from the Genersl Col-
lege during the yesrs 194k-5L with credits in the writing
Labopatory, whet further courses in composition they
#lected and, from the grades recorded, what supcess they
hed in those sourses, He found that 79,55 achieved gredes
6f ot lesst *C%, and only 3.5% felled, He concluded,
therefore, that students transferring from the Genersl
follege end heving hef preperetion in the Writing Laboraw
h,ry would perform adequetely in other freshmen composition

A% Dartmouth College, no student ever sent Lo the
Ixboratory for defivient English has failed, No studest

2 Fo Be &?ﬁﬁlg “The schievement im Composition of
Senersl College ¥riting Leboratery Students safter Traneler
 Other Colleges, * mimeogrephed hooklet, ?%@ University ‘6f

Binnesots, 1952, Z1 pp.

: A e e b S L D T
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reported in any one year has been reported & se@ﬁﬁ&_year;
: At webgter College, the improvement in the calliber
~of writing of the etudents le noticesble belween their
‘firet leboratory sssignments and those they do toward the
iaaé of thé yeer, There is slso & greé& ineresse in eriti-
: £l and snslybical atiitude towerd writing, their own and
that of others. ,

4t The State University of Iows, though there 18 no
gearch on thils point, &t is fell thet & lsarge proportion
labsratory students stay on in school--%o & sueccessful
gredustion--with & new s%lf*ﬁﬁnf&é#ﬁ@&; & naw gense of
eeurity, snd & grester lndependence than they brought ﬁa |

e yesre sfter they leave ig resssuring to the laboratory
nstructers. | | |
4% Troy State Teachers College, it is felt thst

boretory work ensbles meny students to pess frechman
s1ish with &% lesst & grede of O,
At Muskingum College, students and teachers cbserve

At Wiscongin Btete College et Milwgukee, there is
baerveble eslvege of good though merginal students, who
‘#tey in school end mske good. Study by statleticsl method
# contemplated,
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A% Hoorhead State Teschers wz,z ege, fewer fallures
in other classes, betier written ?&@ﬁr%. better excsination
- papefe are noted, }
At ¥estern Hichigan College of Educstlon, the feot
; thet the edministration contimies to support the writing
elinie by peying selary for an instrudtor develing et
least hall time to the elinle is consldered evidence of
suscens.
- &t Rookhuret College, %&E&@ﬁﬁﬁ report that the
writing laboretory helps them to urepsre for the oxamination
in English required by the college bufore gradustion.
At Chieo %tete College, many ctudents who ocome 3o
the writing leboratory for help bave felled the test in
Eaglish required by the Sducetion Deparisment of tescher

ikl
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uarters snd equipment; better coordinstion with the school
8 & whole, with eepecilal emphasis on the need of serving
he student body in greater numbers; better-defined ori-
seria for eveluasting writing and writing instruction; and
tter sttitude on the part of adminlstration snd student

ody towerd the work.
B. JURY EVALUATION OF WRITING LABURATORY

. For the purpose of evelustion of the data furnighed
35 them for the present study, direaﬁurs of the cooperating
riting laboratories were invited to nominate one or two
persons to serve en &n eveluation Jury. Of the thirﬁgufi#e
gaaﬁle nominsted, tweniy-five agreed to serve, and the deta
coumulated framhquastiannﬁir@ returns were séﬁﬁﬁﬁm each of
$hen. Seventeen evaluators returned the date in time for
inclusion in this study, Appendiz K 1ists the names of the
v?sluatara, the spchoels with which they are assocliated,
heir professorisl renke, end the positions held by them. |
0 of the seventeen evaluators are &&miniﬁtragive officera.
he others are connected with the figi&,af Englieh, ten in
&0 executive cepacity. | | |

In & letter govering the data to be judged, Jurymen
-were ssked to indleate approvel of individuel items by
‘Pleeing & plus merk in spaces provided, emphatie approvel
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by two plus merks, disapproveal by one minue merk, and
emphatic diseporovel by two minus merks. It was suggested
 hat sn evaluation epkee left blenk would indicete & nep-
tral resction, or poesibly unfamilisrity with the item,
Jury men were further ssked to call sttention %o perticuler
points by underliining or circling them &nd pl&élag plus or
minus merke in the mergine, Spase was provided for sub-
Jective comments, In the imterests of objeetivity, nonme
#f‘thﬁ deta were ldentifisd with sources.

In the following repert of thé evalustions, the
aumber of double plus marks, the number of single plue
%ark&, the ﬁamﬁar of single minue merks, end the number of
#aahle minus merks everded Iindividuel items sre given in
tabuler form, Underlining smd comsents on individusl
iﬁeﬁg of writing-laborefory &ste are sumberized,

Jury of evelustors geve almost ﬁﬁ&ﬁ&ﬂﬂﬁﬁ spprovel o
&r&hiﬁg leboratoriss which are offered for aesistence of
gtudsnts vho need h&lﬁ in their composition courses and of
studente who need help in prepering to pase & proficlency
test at any lovel. Hobody oppoeed & laboratory open on &

1 1n Chepter I, pages 7 and 8, there are desgrip-
tions of the seven eslegories of writing laboresories in-
vegtigeted in the present study.
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gome~ons-come~-all basis, A@preval given lzborstories
which operste as supplements to composition courses, as do
selence laboratories for sclence scoursés, was sherply
limited, and there was much Alsepprovsl af‘tham* although
one éveluator (Rodabaugh) Judged it ldeal. Likewise, the
laboratory which entirely replaces the composition course
gr 1s the writing phase of g communicstions tourse raceived“
only limited approvel, Only one person (Hanawslt) voted
for the kind of writing leboratory in which & student may
obtain help to maa& & standardized Znglish test required
ths gollege in lieu of & formal course in mamy@eitiana
%&%1& XXV indicates frequency of approvel and &1gapprava1

._'thﬂ vericus aaﬁagﬁri@B,

‘ﬁma esked to 3&&gﬁ whether the writing l&%&vatary ghould be
ﬁﬁ;&%&i&%ﬁ by the Deperiment of English as one of 1ts funo-
%ﬁﬂaa or meintained by the inetitution ase & whole as en
sdministretive personnel funetion. Most eveluators were
the opinlon that the laborafory should be meintained by
o English department inssmuich s it would probsbly be
ﬁtaﬁfﬁ& by the E&gliah &ep&rﬁm&nﬁ in any #wase. One gﬁry~
iy other srrangement

m@n {Leggety) wes sueploious that amp
@mn&ﬁ result in the Leboratory's felling under the control
af Educstion (capital E). However, one man (Moore) steted
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TABLE XXV

FREQUERCY OF PLUS~-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS OF
WRITING~LABORATORY CATEGORIES

' Double Double  Total
Category* Plus** Plus Minus Minue  Evalustion

v on aub~fraahmaaAluv91. |
vailable to all freshman

avaiiable, for the most pur@, to
8 college~wide basis.
nsed as an axttauian ef the

le for ‘Tpﬁfﬁ ién for tesat
of formal courseé in composition.
.%o eatirely replace reguler

quired ¢ ! 8 above the freshman level ﬁhﬂ

41 to pass : fi#%ﬁﬁ#?“%@#&w

Ll ) éa&h&e«plus‘evai_h;_: y 8 'T>iadieatea emphatie
pproval, & plus evaluation indie approval, & minus
valuation indieates é&aayyravall ind 2 double-minus
valuation indieates emphatic dii vals In the total
valustion column above dauhla 9 ks and double

& marks have been givan éaahla value.
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. that if the laborstory is open to the echool as & whole,
Thﬁﬁﬁ Just to sbudents in melish courses, the school should
Asgenaar $t., Tablos XAVI and XAVII indieste that Jurymen
gend to favor meintensnce by the English Depertment of

leboretories which they eprrove et ell (Tsble XXV).

or “English Composition.® Hies suggestion for & nsme is
gritine Imorovement Genter. Table XXVIIL contains &

Coorainstion of writing-leborstories with gther
gervices, The Jury of writing-leboratory evalustors lended
to egree, s& Teble JXIX indlestes, that & desn should be

.~ %he one to coordinete the laboratory with other personnel

" services in the school, elthough the Demn of Students, the
iﬁe&n of ¥en, and the Dean of W@m&u.gaﬁ n&g&%iva votes,

Bome support was glven to plecing the responsibility on an

- all~gehool counseling service or & Committee on Student
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TABLE XXVI

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF WRITING LABORATORIES MAINTAINED BY
THE ENGLISH DEPARTMENT

Doutile Double Total
Plus®t Plus Minus Minus Evaluation

*aatagariaa tre defined &8 follows: }
1 "Remedial laboratory on sub-freshman level.
. Writing laberatory available te all frashman
English &tudenta.
Yo writing laharngary availahi&, £ﬁr‘ﬁha~m@at pﬁrt; to
81l students #ﬁ a.eallﬁgauwiﬁe bagise
1 itory used as an ext ziaa.af the

‘,Sar test
i m X ,5,:;”;-.49 ‘itiaa‘

;vﬁluatienuiaﬁieatea amph&gge Ei  rtma1.' In the total
evalustion column above, double plus marks and double
minus maris have been g{vaa double value.
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TABLE XXVII
FREQUENCY OF PLUS~AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS OF

WRITING LABORATORIES MAINTAINED BY THE
ADMINISTRATION AS A PERSONNEL BERVICE

Double ~ Double Total

- Category® Plug#® Plus Minus Minus Evaluation
3 1 5 0 0 *5
7 o 3 0 0 3
1 0 3 1 0 *2
2 4] 2 2 0 4]
6 0 0 2 0 -2
L 0 0 3 0 -3
5 0 0 b4 0 wly

ﬂategériﬁa &re dafineé as fsilwwﬁ*

1. Remedisl lszboratory on sub-freshman level.

z»~§wiﬁiag laboratory availabla to all freshman

English students.

3. Writing laboratory &vailabla for the most part, to

‘ 2ll students on a wallnsawwiéa basis.

be W&iﬁia%&lsbarazary used a8 an extension of the

shman English course.
5« L&b@raﬁary gvailahle for preparation for test
required in lieu of formal course in aampasitian.
6. Wrizi laboratory to entirely replace regulsy
‘writing course.
¥ Regu é of studente above the freshman level whe
all ¢t o pass a proficiency test,

ol deub1¢~glus evaluation by & in Indicetes emphatic
-approval, & plus evaluation inﬁiau%aa Bpproval, a minus
valuation indicates disapproval, and & ﬁaubl&wwinuﬁ
evaluation indicetes emphatic disapp « In the total
evaluation column above, double plus merks and double
minus marks have been givaa double valuse.
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TABLE XXIX
FREQUEKCY CF PLUS AND MINUB JURY EVALUATIOHNS COF

AGENCIES FOR COORDIHATION OF WRITING LABORATORIES
WITH OTHER PERSCHNHEL SERVICES

foordinsting Double Double Total
‘hgency : Plug* Plus Minue Hinus Evaluation

mw:m:mm&mmwmmmw

“All-school Coun-
 seling Service 1 6 0 0 +8

1lege Committee on
Student Englisgh 1 6 0 0 +«8

ezn of Instruetion 1 5 1 0 b
ean of the Oollege 1 b 1 0 +5
Iniversity Senste Com-~

mittee on Student

English o 5 o O +5

sordinator of
- Communivsetion

Leboratory 1 3 1 0 +h

tudent Counselor o . i 0 *3
- Dean of Curriculum 0 3 1 0 2
}Beaa of Btudents 1 1 2 1 -1
Dean of Men o 2 2 1 -2
Dean of Women o 2 2 1 -2
- - - ————————

-*4 double~plus evslustion by & Jurymen indicates emphatic

. &pprovel; & plus eveluation by a Jurymsn indicates approval,
& minus eveluation indiceles dlsapprovel, and a double~minue
evaluation indlecates emphatic dlsapproval, In the total
eveluation oolumn sbove, double plug marks and double

minus merks have been given double value,
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English., Comments indlested thet in eny cese the machinery
ghould be kept es simple se posslble., Simple faoully-to-

sboratory referrasl wes desmed peet, with perhans & co-

rdingtor to fecilitete intre-service referrel,

Heeting writing probleme in gpecifie sress, The
ury of writing-laborstory eveslustore geve limited support

‘40 the i&éﬁ that the leborabtory should make speeclal efforts
o meet individusl writing problems unicue in certain

1elds of iearaing (lew, engineering, Journslism, etc.)
;§ﬂ% for the m&ét part the Jury recommended that the efforis
ghould be limited to probleme common %o all writing,

Promotion snd &@gﬁrggg ment of writing lebovstorie
ymen indiceted very little fevor of giving unis ecredit
: &r&.& &&p&am& far work done in & writing leboretory,
E‘“lesa the laboretory is en extension of ¢ regulsr compo-
ition uaarsa§ Even here opinion wes about equally divided
3'nr and sgeinet giving uwnlt oredit.

Announcenent to faoulty, aﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁlly aﬁaﬁagl@rs, Wes .
onsidered probebly most effestive smong orel snd written
devices used to sdvertlse writing lsborateries, Cateleg
éﬁﬁaeripﬁiaas were sonasldered leasst effeciive, Teable XXX
renke verlous zdvertising devices,

Referrsl forms, on which instructors indleate
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TABLE XXX |
LOW-POINT-TOTAL JURY RANKING OF PROBABLE ‘
EFFECTIVENESS OF WRITIHNG LABORATORY :
ADVERTISEMENT METHODS
‘ , Low-Point-Total
Advertising Device - Ranking
Announcements to faculty 49 ‘
Announcements to coungelors 51
Filmstrip accompanied by sound description, v
exhibited to faculty and students 51
Referral blanks for faculty use 53
Brochure for faculty and students : 51,
¥rite-ups in sechool newspaper 58
Announcements to students 66
¥ord-of-mouth advertisement by satisfied
customers 70 i
Posters . ' 73
Progress report to referring instructors 83
“Bulletin board aﬁaﬁﬁaaamnﬁta | 90 4
' Catalog description 107

Note: Evalustors were asked to number advertisement '
- devices in order of their probable effectivemsss. Accord~
<ingly in this table they are arranged in the order of low- {
. point-total mumberings. In other words, "Announcements
- to faculty" should be considered &8s mosgt favored, snd
1~§6&talgg descriptions® ghould be considered as least
- Zavored. :
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ge&%nesses in the use of ﬁngligh on the osert of thelr
gtudents, were glven genersl &porovsl by the jury df
'évalaatara. But one men {Case) felt that referrel forme
are highly mechenficsl snd bhave 1ittle paychologiesl velue,
Another €?&rr1n}‘warﬂe& thet needs indicsted by referring

instructors should be subject Yo testing and cheeking st
.ﬁha leboretory. Appendix D contains a condensgation of re~
ferrel foras,

Repert-to-referring-inetrustor forms were llikewlse
:gaaarw&&grapyrav%ﬁ by the evaluastion Jury. Host emphatie
E&@@?ﬂ?&l wae glven ﬁﬁA%hﬂﬁﬁ Torme which asksd referring
Ainstructors to give, from time to time, helpful suggestions
‘a#bout the progress of réf&wra& students, Appendix E con~
telns & condensstion of report-to-referring instructor

Torne,

pvelustion of sttendsnce-record-keepine procedurss,
sJurymen evinced & preference for the keeplng of sttendsuce
records in individuel folders, or dessiers, rether than in
conventionsl claseroll books, They felt that the records
should be kept in the lsboratory offices for & limited
numbery of yesrs, four aﬁ five st the mogt, uniess they éﬁe
fiecded for reseerch,

Evelustion of progress-pecsrd keeplng. Evalustors
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groroved dated records of conferences and zssignments,
pepecizlly those whieh include the repﬁft of the tutor snd
the date diemigsed, aah@faﬁawy imstrﬁatarg were urged in
#ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁltﬁ meke the book work simyle, but to be sure to
meke some kind of record, pogsibly even keeplug seversl

gamoles of each student's work.

Byglustion gf the use gg gyilebl. whether or not
yllebl are useful in the writing labor:ctories depende on
whether one is aveilsble which ie not combined with what is
Bbtuslly & hendbook, evcording to evsluators. Buplication

5¥ hendbook materisl zlready sccessible was B0t consldered

ﬁﬁ&n stuly, & set of directions for student assistants aaéa
&t Sen Dlegu State College (Appendix I) wae Judged too

privete tuters was approved by evelustors for thoss not
selified for laborstory help or thoes nee@ing more intens
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expreseed ﬁafia&ﬁﬁ epproval of the uae of & hanﬁmaak in
writing lsboratories. However, it was felt that the hend-
book should be s suslement in most ceses to op-the~epot
ﬁiééuasian of writing problems, How much &iseuasién is
needed depends on the intelligence snd background of the
individusl student, evsluslors agreed. ?@@‘&uah helpe-
resding the handbook with the etudent, for instence--would
amount o ap&aafee&zﬁg,‘aa@ evaluator {ﬁay§@v§ sverred,
Students should be teught how te use & hendbook, then be
expected to use 1%, &ﬁﬁ#@ﬁ&ng to snother (Caee): As be-
%w&eﬁ simple referral to handbook snd simple on-the-spot
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁéiﬁﬁ@ the definite superiority of the latter was

Compos 1ie) In the present atudy, evalu&~
tore of data sbout writing laboratories were asshked ta Judge
the merits of definite stetements of peliey made by thir%ym
thres leboretory lnstructore. These statenents had been
x‘rﬁéaaiﬁns to the following stetement aa&gﬂhy.ﬁrarasaar
_Robert ¢, Mood, of the Hunicipsl University of Wichits,
Wichite, Kansest
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Cur composition policy recognizes thet conformity %o

sonventionel usage in compesitlen~—writien or spoken~

iz of less importsnce then effectiveness in writing

end spesking. I think thet we tey to meke the students
themselves realize thel conformity %o conventional

wezge 1 & part of effectlivencss and thet we postpons

instruetion in ‘ussge’ till we get students' demand,

& nafursl result iz that in some sectlons of our some,

position we never gel sround to 'gramser' or Yusage'.-”

In the interest arraﬁéeativity, identies of the authors of :
the stetements were withheld from the evalustors., Further~
more, ne effort wae mede to classify the statemente in any
wey., Actuslly, howsver, the statemente do seem o be sub-
Joct to classification in the following four polnte of
wiew, slthough there wes much overlapping of point of view
thin the renpe of commente! (1) effectiveness cannot be |
%aaghﬁ apart from conventional grammer and uszege; {(Z) emr
@aaais ghould be nlaced on organization and gﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁti {3}

the study of gramsar per ge is futile; (4) linguistic con-

sither extreme, |
Evelustions of these Doints of view seem to lean
Tamner &6 ussge 1

'3 Robert @, Mood, unpublished persensl letter to the
investigator, Hovember, 1951.
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counterperts of effsctiveness, One evzlustor {(Cliver)
gummed up thie poliey by saying that complex thinking end
riting expected of college students demeinds & thorough
rounding in fundamentels, If college students were not
unded in these fundementsals in high school, he main-
ained, they should be required to mester them in college,
%he eollege degree even belng withheld from thes until they
s¥e met the requirement, Another evelustor (Harper) |
a& end implied further thet indifference te ssﬁzwenkﬁm
sountenaneed in oolleges aﬂé universities tolsy s
wulting in loose, inccherent writing. |

Close secondery support wee given to the lmportance
ﬁzﬁm&&%mﬁ end content, Clear, orderly ezpression of |
;.a:ia_r; orderly thinking wes considered é&lﬁﬁ%&kg 1t wes
180 felt thet an sppsrent ceptral ides, conoretely eup-
srted, muet heve merit, Furthermore, the ides thet flu-
¢y in writing can be enhsnped by pood book resdings, with
moomitent tralaing in summerizing the i8ese of othere,
soeived generous supports | |

Even smong those eveluators who voted wost heavily
or scunventlional prasmmar and usege, however, there wepre
thoee who sleo gonceded thet the study of grammer Der ge is
ile, One jSurymen {Rodebeugh) summed up this point of
Lew by urging thet students be given experience in writing
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and thet probleans ﬂf‘Q?&QMﬁr snd usege should be treated
only «8 they serige., Even then, he gsid, technieczl %terms
ghould be svolded a& much as possible., For example, =
pertioular tense or irreguler verb sghould be treated eingly
when necessary, net lenses 1ln general or irregular verbs
in genersl. 4ny problem thet does not aerise should be
stuﬁiausly/%va&ﬁaé, end the trestment of any problem that
the concern of only one student in the lsboratory should
be confined to ihel one studeny, he averred.

| There was limited, ecaitered support of the extreme
iingulstie point of view. One eveluater (Hiskok) sontina-
2lly *heard the clank of chein msil® in stetements mein~
teining ﬁhﬁ importsnee of conventionsl grammer and ussge.
He sdmitted, seemingly regretfully, thet he &&%;ahﬁra&~ﬁh§
epinien of the gremsariens before he studled linguistics.

| 1t mey be pointed out thet, though opposition to
sny one of the four pointe of view outlined shove was
1imited, opposition wes strongest where support wes strong-
g6t. Teble XXKI 18 ¢ tabulation of @%ﬁ&ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁians'aﬁﬁlnﬁﬁ
“tlons of epproximsted stetements of pelisy.

what ﬁgitar&ﬁ ﬁh@g uged in gv&la&ﬁ&ng gtudent writing,
laborastory instructors listed in questicnnsire returne
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. griteris which seem ts come under the genersl heading of
English usage and dicetion, etyle, organization or formu-
letion, i&eé}er thought content, effectiveness in accom~
plishment of purpose, menuscript form and eppeerance, and
pregmatic considerations. | |

Evalustors &ppréve& ell the items about evenly.

The largest negative vote went to the use of figurative
langusge under the heading of style, to grammer and usage
on & formel level, and to & maxium of one error to one
hundred words. Scattered negative votes went to *accept-
gble in baﬁiaéas.* "mechanlos, * * capitalizetion, * ®style,”
foriginelity,* *flueney, " “simplicity,” "logiealness, " and
ﬁées the student get betier grades in reguler theme sssign- .
ﬁﬁﬁi&? One eveluator (Oliver) would mot want students cone

fronted with anah'an éxteasive &rray‘ﬁr eriteria, prefer-

e, &nd 1@g;¢* Table XXXII is & tebulstion of

ﬁiﬁn&airas, @ﬁirﬁy»nine wr&ting laboretory instructors gave
more or leae detalled deéegeriptions of thelr procodures.
These procedures seem to fell into the general categories
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TABLE XXXII

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIOHNS
OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATIRG STUDENT WRITIHRG

~ Double Double = Total
Eriteris Plug® Plus Minus Hinus Evaluation

o e A R AR R

English Usage end . ‘
Dietion 1 5 0 0 +7

8pelliing 1 8 o] 0 +10
Cansciousness of '
‘gudlence (commu-
nigestion factors 1
Grampaticel usage 1
Punctustion i
Appropriste to stu-
dent, course, and
- gubject matter
Distinetlon for 4if-
ferent levels of
writing
Secislly acceptable
Capitaliization
Mechaniocs
Leeepiable in
business
Grammar and usage
on & formal level
Heximum of one
© error %o ons hun-
dred woprds

~$tyl@

- Clarity ~
Conereteness or
gpecificity

Readabllity
Originelity
Simplicity
Flueney
Figuretive languege

+9
+9

= ~3~d
D0

+B

i
o
o}
e

OO OGor
R o IO

£ O OGO
OO Qoo
+

CDOONN W O O

fwreoreoo o » w

l FOCcO0O O © ®
5

| MW W W W O




Oriteris

. Urgenization or
Formuletion

. Paregreph

-~ structure

Bentence
structure

Traneitional
devices -

Form in relation
o purpose

 Ydes or Though¥
- Content

Logivaelness
Velidisy of ldees

- Effectiveness in ap-

- complishment of

parpose

Doer he say what he
ig trying to sey?

Effective psper of
geversal pere-
graphe

Henuseript Form and
appearsnce

Pragmatic eriterie
Do instructors com-

‘imprw?egﬁaﬁ?

ment on studentts

Double
Plug*®

Ll I N

L

Ll

& W i ~3

-3

O O o O

TABLE XXXII (CONTIRUED)

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING STUDENT WRITING

o

Double
Plus Ninus Minus

o

o0

o o o o

- Tatal
E%&la&timn

£9
9
+6
+7
+9

*5
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TABLE XXXII (CONTIRUED)

FREQUERCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING STUDENT WRITING

s e prps

e +
i " "

o Pouble Double Total
riterisa Plug¥ Plus HMHlinus Minusg Eveluetion

Dpes student find
writing sssign~
ments less con~
fusing and essier
to do even irf
grades don't .
improve? 0 & 0 0 +6

Does student get
better grades in
regular theme : :
apslgnments? 0 & 1 c +5

*4 double~plus evalustion by & Jurymen indigetes emphatic
epprovel, & plue evslustion indicates approvel; s minus
evelustion indisetes dlsapprovel, and s double-minus
evelustion indicates emphatie disepproval. In the total
evaluation e¢olumn above, double plus marks and double
minus marks heve been glven double value,
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- of dlagnosls (iﬁﬁi%&@ﬁﬁ more aedeguately eleewhere in
:Qﬂ€$$iﬁﬁﬁ&1rﬁ returng end discussed esrlier, in Chepter
5?1}; motivetion, heving studente write, discussion, re-
mediel mesgures, &and releese of students reculped to
sttend the laboratory. |

Hoat of ﬁﬁé mogedures recelved hesrty endorsement,
 Exeept in one ovsse, even vhere there was opposition there
wee strong support. Especisl approvel was given the
procedures of having the students write and of dlscuseing

‘eorrection of errors® recelved strong support. fThe only
en which received mush opposition and no empport wes the
matier of having students write on problems sent by &aaﬁhﬁw
instrugtor, There wee slmost es much diseporovel o8
pprovel of exercises and drills, Seversl evelustors weve
kepticsl of the advisebllity of heving students evaluate
sach otherts Fﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁg suggesting thet such & procedure
plaves too much responeibility on students, whose Judgment
.5 2Dt to be immstupe, There wae some rejection of the
3des of group discussion, & few evelusfors feeling thet
this messure ie & clesercom, mot & laboratory, procedure.
'able XXXIII is & tebulstion of ﬁlﬁ&w&ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ-#?ﬁ%a&ﬁiﬁaﬁ
f individusl progsedures.

pepers with students’ individuslly. Among remedisl messures




234

Lo BN X e T we X -]

g - M I ¥
A € z T , UOTIRNTRAS JUBDNIR ,mmﬁﬁﬁ
0. £ .o Z | | ~ pesm ﬁaﬁ@wﬁaw snbedy
0 1 €1 T smeTqoxd mommOod %O WOTSSNAEIP dnogp
o 4 &Y i , - ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁgﬁ&
£ £ 69 6 %m%nummm
T 0z 6T § e
o & 1 T
0 A £t - T
I 8 £2 T
0 € 0Z T
2z £€ - TAN

| %ﬁﬁﬁ nﬁgﬁm 5 gaﬁmﬁg gmﬁﬁm
ﬁ%ﬁw ma uﬁam wﬁﬁ& nﬁﬁ%

I} w eooo

mﬂgﬂﬁﬁmaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁémﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Id h&ﬂﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ
NﬁﬁzﬂE@ﬁﬁgﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁmﬁﬁmﬁ@gﬁﬁhaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

ITIXXX TEVL




molx] 1eEIJ0 B8x% uﬁmﬁaﬁﬁ hﬁmﬁ g ,»ﬁa % ww,my%ﬁﬁ uu

e o)

OO0

so@utpRey .H@ ﬁﬂ”ﬂ@ﬂ

1 0 0 _ quepnse mﬁ%
TTIN STITSp o153esde quqy juen
~gpafe JojonijeEnp~quepnse Jo sjERq uo
Buranes pue mﬁﬁ% Jo wiseq up
Supsran Jo wiReq ug

o e
2
~O

0 S Mmooz o o %«ﬁ%

ﬁm@ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ §a§ﬁ%§
mwﬁmg kﬁg ﬁm gepuld xood

ot vd v ot
QOOO

0 % 91 o o %gﬁa%

gIMNQEO0Nd XUOLVHOEYT DNILIUM TYNATATONT 40 NOYLIVOTYAY
anfs NI mﬁ@ﬁw&%&m %@W«Mﬂﬁ any wammﬁmoﬁﬁ hﬁ IonunbEas




236

Evelustion of siaffing af writing leboratories. The‘
seventeen Jurymen evalueting the dats submitted by ar%ting '

f?:labcratery instruetors for the present study were asked %o
Judge the merit of the following staffing procedures and
steffing qualificationst numerieal strength, titles of
faoulty staffl members, professorisl renk of faculty staff
members, degrees held, financial compensation, and special
guelifiecations such as experience and education. Table
XXXIV indicates the frequency of plug-snd-minus evaluatiﬁns
ar starfiag elaman%s.

In genarel, evalusators ia&ia&&g& approval of main-
taiaiag & small aumaria&l ratio of f&wﬁlty at&ff members
to students attending the laboratory sessions. & few
suggested thet s one~to-gne ratio would be ;&gaif but
&ﬁm&t%e&rthaﬁ au@h:& gituation would in most esses be
Utoplan. For the most part & one-to-ten-or-twelve retic
wes redommended, byt one evalustor (Householder) epproved
& one-tomthirty=rive-or-forty ratio.

Indifference was expressed by soms evalue$ors &8 to
the professorlal renk @f laboretory iﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ#ﬁ?ﬁ, competence
and 1ntéraa$ being considered more importent. But some
goncern wes manifested that l&ﬁﬁ@aﬁﬁry gtaff members should
be on &s high & level as poseible end given normal advance-
- ment end renking, elong with other faculty members.
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TABLE XXXIV

FREQEE%Q? OF PLUB-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF WRITIHG LABORATORY %Té??iﬁ&

- Btaffing Double Double Total
- Elements Plug® Plus HMinus Hinus Eveluation

Titles of Faculty
- Btarlf Members

Ingtructor
Director
Teacher
Asgistant
Chelrmen
Glinleien

Eréfasﬁ@ra& Rank of
Feoulty Bteff Hembers

Agelstent Profesgor O
Assoeiate Profemsor O
Professor 1
- Inetructor o -
Graduste ?&11@% 0

ﬁm@wm%%w%
%ﬂ ﬁq ﬂ;-* ﬁ* 5: E}
P, T, Q
B, &. or B. 8. | Q

Finineisl Compsneetion

- Reguler Pecultly

. Begulsr sal

ary 0 6 0

§375, per querter ”
extra 0 o 3
0 ’ 1
0 L

OoOOOO
S S o LY. N
HOOOOO0
HOOODOO
¥
™o

o Bl
HOooo
HOO00
*
L

FOU O
Foo
co
¥
A

$ﬁ%.mrywr ~

o o 9 o
§
o

i




Elements Plug®

Graduate Fellows

1/3 an esssistent
instructorts pay
for 1/3 full time
£1,300. per year
$1,050. per year
85¢ per hour
Tuition fee
canceled

Student ﬁﬁmswma

Credit for practice
tesehing

O SOo0D

Experiente

Teach
Uoungell
Remedial aﬂwsﬁ
development
¥riting Lsboratopry
visgitation
sdvising deflelent
- ghtudents
Audlo-vigusl work
Peraonnel work
Adminigtration
Advising publishers
Taxkb&&gﬁti&g
Army testing
Psychological
soecisl work
?etam a&ﬂsi&g

o oo oocooooe © © ow

Etarfmg ﬂaubia

| 2o

o »H roppruw w o

Qo OO

TABLE XXXIV (CONTINUED)

FREQUERGY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY E?AL&ETIGE%&
QF WRITING LABORATORY ST!&FFIE@Q

Q

o0

i oo “cooroo o o

‘ Bm?aw
Plus HMinus HMinus

2 Lo

o oo covoocono © o 90

E‘-é‘m |
Eveluation

-
- =1
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LBLE XEXIV (CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIOHS
OF WRITING LABORATORY STAFFING

Stafring Double Double  Total
‘Elenents Plus¥* Plue Miaus Minus Evalustion

- Bducsation
Coursges in

Li"!&-ﬁtias
Remediel fields
aﬁ it > e i%ﬁiﬁnﬁ
Generel Sementice
Guidance
Paychology
Edueation

PR OO

COMHOOOD

 OOOoOoD
&

+1
ﬁg
#6

.2

o QoMW

35
:
DOp s
£ rdanion
DOOD
D00 O
)

Personal Qualifications

Intelligenee 2 12 0
Interest in writing 3 8 0
Personslity - &)
Interest in writing

1ﬁmm*p 3 7

i © coo
o i
L
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TABLE XXXIV (CONTINUED)

FREQUENGY OF PLUS AHD MINUS JURY EVALUATIOQNS
OF ¥RITING LABURATORY BTAFFING

i

ottt
h——"

Btalfing Double Pounle Totsl
. Elenents Plus* Plus Mimue Minus Evalustion

Know, believe in snd ,
~ teach, fundamentale 2 8 o 0 +12
interest in

gensral sducation 1 6 0 0 +§

EE&%i&i‘&blliﬁi#ﬁ

Good writers 1 5 o o 7
Glinia snd e@nfegf '

o
Lo
Q0

FY

o

O

Excellent typists O

Other treining steff
members degire

060
Lo gl
SO
A
i)

ngﬁﬁﬂai %ﬁﬁhﬁi%ﬂ&ﬁ 0
‘eachinge experience
rﬁr'ﬁﬁméﬁaﬁ _
_aasistants 1 6 o 0 +8
Advansed pompesition -
for student , )
assistante _ o 6 o 0 +6
Audlo-visual btech- '
niques and
materials ¢ &
Testing g &
High gehool level S
teehniques o 3
3
'

Study of survey of
weiting laboratory O
Clinieal mayahelagy 0
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TABLE XXXIV (CONTINUED}

FREQUENCY OF PLUS AND MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF WRITIRG LABORATORY BTAFFING

-smf ing | uble Double  Total
mam@m:e Plua* Plus HNimag ¥inus Evalaatkien

In service training
practiced by
leboratory steffs

Informel etaff

, @Mﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ i 9 0 6] *11
3000 Writing Lebora~ | _

tory Werkshops 8] 9 Q 54 0
2taff meetings 1 7 7 +9
Biudy of profes- ,
_aional litersture 1 é o g 4B
Seminars for lsbores

tory assistants 0 & o e} +6
Mutusl observation of - |

director and _ ,

asgietent o 5 3 @ %5
Conventions of asg-

socletlons and ;

socliebies 0 i e] Q ok
The present study o i 0 o 3

i.’a’mfwm%ﬁ with dean
end Educstlon |
ﬁﬁm“m&n‘& a % 2 e} -l

 Other duties performed
by leborstory staff

members
Teaching regulsar ‘
plesees 2 0 o 0 +lh
, Counseling o 6 0 5
Committee | N
assignments g b o o 4
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TABLE XAXIV (CONTINUED}

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND~MINUS JURY EVALUATIOHS
OF WRITING LABORATORY BTAFFIRG

staffiag ' B@able ’ Double Total
Elements Plue* Plus Minug Minug Evaluation
¥o other duties 1 2 1 e} +3
Head of English
- Bepartment 0 1 O 41 +1

¥4 double~plus evaluztion by & Juryman iﬁ&i&aﬁ&s smmmatiﬁ
gpproval, & plus evalustion indlestes approvel, mimis
evelustion 4indicetes disepproval, and a ﬂ@u%iamminﬁs
evalustlion indicates emphatie disapprovel, In the total
eveluation colusm above, double plus merks and doudle
minus marke have been given double velue.
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in the mstter of college or university degree held

e T T e

- by staff members, eveluators indicsted that here also sk;ll

TRy

;E'an& gxperience are more important., However, one eveluator
| (Case) msintsined that the laboratory director should have
| & Ph, D, or Ed4, D, degree, and that other instructors
ii"shﬁulﬁ heve &t least an M, 4. or M, B, degree,

i =

Finaneiszsl samyansa@ieg should be in proportion to

;5sthe_aﬁ$aﬁt of work done and comparable to that of cher
imilaf work in the insgiitution, ac¢cording to the consensus
,? the Jury of evalaa%&ﬁn,

Among 3@&@&&1 gualifications, teaching sxpsri&aﬁe
;Kﬁﬁ deemed by evaluators most lmportent, Secondary ap-
f}grQVal wag given about evenly to counseling @ﬂpﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬂeg
fréme&ialfaaﬁrég~ésvalapmemﬁ experience, end g@aﬁﬁéavin
1linguistios end remedisl fields, A major in English with
m@n@%-in remedisl reading, Latin, #?.&,ﬁﬁﬁi§i.ﬁﬁiﬁaﬁﬁ‘
wes gonsidered the best ma jor-mider combination,
_ Intelligence, personality, end interest in writing
wawa-j&ﬁg&ﬁ mogt important among personsl qualifications

‘listed by leboratory instrustors.
hmong other treining steff mﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ.@f? iBﬁiﬁ&§&&
they would &ike to have, eveluetors spproved most of the

tralning ia remedisl &eﬁhﬁi@&ﬁﬁi&a& in linguisties, etten-

/ , v
dance at conferenges and workshops, and for gtudent
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TABLE XXXV

FREGUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALULTIOUNS
OF WRITING LABORATCRY EQUIPHENT

Double Double Total
Plue* Plus Minus Hinus Evalustion

‘Elements

Leboratory Booms and

Offices '
A gpecleal room 2 9 0 0 +13
Faculty offices 1 & 1 o +5
Bullt~in or ed-

Joining private

office 1 2 0 o vl
Projectlion rgom for _ .

£~V use ' 0 & 0 o +i
Offices nearby and _

avellable -0 3 o 0 +3
A sulte of rooms 0 2 0 0 +2
Urdinery eclsgsrooms O 2 0 o +2
View of laboratory _

from office o 1 0 o +1

Furniture

Uriting tebles 1 1z 0 o +14
Cheirs at the tables O 1o 0 o +10
Peneil sharpeners o 1o %] O +10
Blaakboard 0 9 i} o +9
Bookosees 0 9 0 0 +9
Teacherts desk 0 8 o 0 +8
Files O 7 0 O *
Acoessible shelvea O & 0 0
Armehalre 0 4 0 0 ol
Blinde 0 & O 0 +ip
Coat recks 0 4 o o k4
A big broom %o 1

gweep snow 0 2 ] o 2
Student desks 0 2 o o 2
Typewrlter 0 2 0 0 +2

0 2 1 1 -1

Telephone

|
|
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TABLE XXXV ( CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF WRITING LABORATORY EGUIPMENT

Equipment  Double Double Total
Elemente ' Plus® Plus Minus Minus Evelustion

Audio~Visual Materiels
¥achines

Opaque Projestor 1 1z 0 0 +14
Tape regorder 0 7 0 o +7
Filmetrip and/or
glide projector O L 0 0 b
¥ovie projector 0 3 0 0 3
Liquid duplicator O 2 0 5] -2
Dise recorder 0 i 0 0 +1
Tachisztocope ¢] 2 1 o +1
Exhibits
Student themes 1 3 0 0 +5
Use of hlackbosrd _ , ;
- with colored , :
chselk o 3 o 0 +*3 .
Blagkboard for
diagreming o 4 o 1 -2
"Getting youp : o
idese in e&d&r“ 0 2 0 o +2
A.B.Co. chart of
grammay Q i 0 Q +1
Saﬁtaaga strueﬁu?e,
Filmstri@s
Diegraming simple :
sentences 1 o 0 #1
Pertes of gpeech O 1 © -1
Present the

apostrophe 0 1 o 0 +l1
Presenting the - .
calon, semi- ' «
golon, dash 0 1 0 0 +1
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TABLE XXXV {CONTINUED)

FREQUENCY OF PLUS-AND-MINUS JURY EVALUATIONS
OF WRITIRG LABORATORY EQUIPMENT

Equipment ﬁquﬁle _ Double Totel
Elements Plus® Plus ¥Minus Minus Evaluvation

Presenting the
comme. o 1 0 0 *]

- Presenting the
' quotation merk O 1 0 0 +l

&iaguaﬁhane Inetitute o
records : o 1 o 0 +1

4 double-plus evalustion by & Jurymen indicates emphatic
aporoval, & plus evidluation indlestes approvael, & minus
evaluation indicates disapprovel, and & double-minus
eveluation indicetes emphatic dieapprovel. In the total
eveluation eclumn sbove, double plus merks and double
minue marks have been given double value.



by
assistente advenced composition and teaching experience,
Approval of in-service trasining for writing lebora-

+

- tory steff members wes about evenly distributed smong for-

mel and informel steff conferences, study of professional
litersture, and werkshops &t the Conferenees on College
- Composition and Communicatlion,

The teeaching of regulsr cleasses, commitiee assign-

- ments, snd genersl counseling were spproved as “othert
&éﬁies {0 be performed by writing laborstory steff members,
Some comment wes sdded to the effect that stafl members
should confine their efforte to the writing laboratory
“and pot heve other dutles. '

f'or the present study inelude leborstory roomé end offices,
furniture, eudiorvisual meteriel, and handbodks end text-

books in current usge. This equipsment wes also evslueted

by the Jury neminsted by writing leberatory instructors to
- judge the werit of dats sbout their laboretories. Tsble

| XXXV 15 & tabulation of plus-znd-minus evalustions of
laboystory equipment,

4 specisl room, or = speciel suite of rooms if
warranted, vas re¢commended by the éy&l&aﬁiaﬁ Jury. These

f rooms should have adjolaing afriaaég sceonding to the
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evelustors, one of them spproving & view of the leboratory
from the office. Seven laborstories submitted drewlngs of
their seturs for the present study. The one in use zt the
Genersl College of the University of Minnesots was eriti-
cized for ite large sizé, narrow tables, limited blackboard
gpace, snd leck éf prrovision for individusl conferences,
&nd the position of reference materisl, However, one
evslustor (Oliver) prelsed the presence of tables and
references, the errangement of the tables and the incon-
spleucue placement of the Seacherts desk, The suite of
rooms in use &% The State University of Iowe {Pigure 2)
wag prafeed fér?izﬁ srrangement, 1ts adequate floor epace,
end its differentisztion between aress for formsl instrue-
tion andé theose for workshop~-type lnstructlen, I% was g
eriticized for poor platement of the blackboard in the
second room and lsek of provision for referente material
‘storage. The room in use st Western Eichigen College of i
Educetion (Figure 3) wes approved by ene evaluator | '
(Ei¢k§33, but wes disepproved for i§s ﬁmﬁ11 size in re-
lstion to the size of the tables by twoe others (Harper and
Case), It wes suggested thst the middle partition be
removed and that nerrower tebles be installed. Ho features
of the room in use &t Weyne University were approved. |
Festures diseporoved were the extremely limited work space,
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he lack of equipment beyond files. 4 blackboard wss sug-

gested by one evaluester (Oliver). Likewise, no feature of
;Bﬂ room in use at Dartmouth College wes approved. The
érasenae of the wall benoh was eapeni&lig\é&a&ppweﬁa&* It
ras suggested thet those respanﬁihla fﬁr the lsborstory
ould stert over with & bere room snd plan it from the
Laning to be 2 workshop situstion in which ﬁ%ﬁé&ﬁtﬁ can
¥rite, The room in aae &% Anderson College was &?y?ﬁ?@é
; for the pleasent view sfforded from its wiﬁ&aﬁa*,'x%
& §@§$1ﬁar@& ta@ ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ&ét‘anﬁ;pwavisian for h&a@khaarﬁs.
~vigual aqaipmaaﬁ, and individusl conferences was con-
L raﬁ inaﬁaq&aﬁaq ?ha room in uge at San Diego ﬁta@e
:1ega (FigureB} E&ﬁ—ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁé for penersl lﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw Bow
rowded., Opinion wee &xw&ﬁgﬁ a%awt

&I‘ s

wES @aﬁg&&grga taa jf
“aﬁllw &8 $o- @hﬁ a&?iﬁahilﬁﬁy of the separate gwﬁjﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁ
room and the aawaw congultation room. One :@Wﬂ?ﬁsﬁa&ﬁﬁr
fﬂhré@x} suggested that & separste consullation room might
fﬁnﬁ to erset & p@yﬁhﬁlﬁg&ﬁm& berrier betwesh the jeacher
_and the student, msking 1%

would come im with their

"“Qﬂﬁﬁ %ﬁa@k&yts desks,

of &t least awmmg tetles end
fxilaa, penoil ﬁb&?@@ﬁ&?ﬁ; h&&vvffﬁ;?%ﬁ and sotectible
shelves, atcording to evelusbors. Some approval of
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telephones, student desks, blinds, typewriters, srmcheirsg,
- bockesses, coat é&akﬁ, end brooms was éxpressed. The only
i “item digapproved by any evelustor wes the telephone,
j The only item of sudio-visuel equipment to receive
; hearty endorsement wes the opague projestor, Some approval
- of the tepe recorder, the filum~strip and slide projector, f
-%he motlon-pletwre projector, the lig uié duplicator, and
 the tachistoscops was indiecsted., FPractieally no evsluation

of the use of filmwstrips, filas, or rescordings was made. |
. Beversl evalustors frankly sdmitied unfemilisrlty with
‘such devices. One evalustor, however, (Harper) approved
“the use of film strips on punctustion,
Among the hanibooks and textbooks in current use in
| wri#&ng xahewaﬁariea, Porter Perrin's iriter's Sul g
x 3o English _regeived the most suppury froem the
| we&tmﬁiw Jﬁx’% The only other book to receive mere than
- one or two favoreble votes wee the Harbrace Handbook
the two dlotionsries listed by mmmmm mtmmwm. the
. wes preferred by ﬂ?&lﬁ&ﬁ&ra.

zn Before You Write; Skeat, | j
y; end Selst, Robert, end
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Sommers, Current Enplish Compopition.

BUMMARY

In this chepter the evaluation of the sixty writing
leboratories in the present study by thelr directors and by
& Jury nominsted by thelir instructors was reported,

Self-evalustion by schievement testing wes found to.
be scant aa& inconclusive. Likewlse, objective comparison
6f the aschievement ¢f laboratory students with that of non-
1aharat¢xy’§$nﬁﬁnﬁs wag exiremely limlted, However, same'
ahjéstive evidenoe of the value of & laboratory was pre-
gented,

Bubjective resctions of faculty and gtudents to the
writing laboratories were found to be overwhelmingly rawﬁr»
_eble. Apprecistion of individusl attention and encourage-
ment given otherwise frustreted students was considered by

- feeulty end students elike as especially important. It wae
found that in laboretories where sttendance is required
sone resentment of the requirement ia xa,@?iaﬁéeﬁ &% first
but that this resentment for the most part quickly disep-
pears snd is supplented by spvresiation. The observable
sslvege of good material which might otherwise have been
lest to the college was considered 1mgﬂrtan§ by several

iaboratory directors.



‘ 252
In one ohééativa study econducted by Appel at The

University ef Minnesots, students transferring to other
gollegee in the university and having haed wfiting»lgbara»
Ltory eéxperience in the General Collepge were found to be
for the most part suscessiul iﬂArégni&r freshmen composi~
tion courses.

Insdequacies in thelr writing leboratories of which
.a&air»&iraﬁﬁata are aware end which they report include
i&ak of teather-itime, lack of proper quarters and equip~
Zmenta lack of proper coordination with the gehool as &
wﬁale, lack of preperly defined eriteris for evaluasting
%?iting-anﬁ writing instruction, and inedequate under-
E‘taaﬁiag on the pert of some administrators and student
bofies of the work, Of courss, not all of these inade-
quacies were indiested by eny one lnstructor.

The seventeen~man Jury nominsted by laboratory
directors cooperating in the p&%ﬁéﬂ£ ﬁ§ﬁﬁ¥ approved the
‘aﬁﬁgg@mian of iﬂﬁ@?&t&?ﬁ#ﬁ which gupplement resulap compo-
Bition courges in giving help to students on their writing
vpfah&amsg but simost unanimously sondemued laborztories
which eperete as replacements for reguler composition
sourses.

Most eveluetors are of the opinion thet the writing
laboratory should be meintained &ﬁkﬁ7§&ﬁﬁﬁiaa of the Depart-
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ment of English, rather thah as an adminisirsfive personnel
function of the school se & whole,

- The neme most aporoved by the Jury of eveluators is
Hpiting Leboratory. “Losded* words like *clinic,® and

- Fremedisl, ¥ are t0 be avoided, |

The machinery of coordination of the writing labore-
‘tory with the sehool as a whole should be kept simple,
ggwaferahly headed by & dean, aegcording to the evalustors,
 Announcements to faculty, especially counselors,
‘were considered probably most effective smong oral snd
:ﬁrittea devices ﬁgsd to sdvertise writing lsboratories.
‘Gatalog deseriptions were considered least effective., Very
11ttle favor of giving unit eredit for work in the writing
1 sboretory was evinood,

Referral forms and report-to-referring-instructor
forms {Appendices D and E) were generally approved.
‘Freference was indlcated for sttendsnee records kept in
individuael folders or dossiers, Eveluators urged labore-
$ory instructors to keep book work slmple. '

Referral to privete tutors wes approved for those
not quelified for iabaraﬁﬂry'h@lyfﬁ?‘“fﬁ?;‘@ﬁgﬁgng mar$,1n”
tensive training then the lsborekory has time to give,

Use of & handbook in a‘wriﬁ;z;‘xaﬁgratary was
definitely epproved, but it wes @@%ﬁ%@@ out by eveluators
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thet the handbook should not supplant on-the-spot dlscus-
gion, Ia thie on-the-spot discusgsion, the student ﬁh@ﬁlﬁk
be encouraged as mich as possible to make independent use
of the handbook,

In the matter of c¢omposition poliey, evelustors geve
strongest support to the ides that effectliveness ceannot be
taught epart from conventional gremmar and ugaga,'with
secondary support to the importance of the plecing of em-
phesis on orgsnization and content. However, meny sgreed
ihet the study of grammar per ge is futile, and a few were
of the opinten that lingy
portant than gr&&m&tinair@Gﬁﬂi&&r&%ﬂaﬁ@,

istie songliderstions sre more lm-

Evaluators in genersl spproved English uesge and
diction, gtyie, organization or formulstion, ldes or
thought content, effectiveness iﬁ.&@ﬁﬁmﬁli$hmeﬂt of pure
pose; menuseript form end appearence, snd pragmstis eon-
’aiﬁerakiena-all fﬁraishﬁﬁ by leboratory imstrustors as
aritaria for evelusting student writing,

Hearty endorsemeny of most procedures wae given,
especlally theose of heving students write and of éiscussing
papers with the E%ﬁdﬂﬁtﬁgiﬁﬁi?&&ﬁ&liﬁg ﬁé&%&ﬁ@iﬁg ef errors
was strongly epproved, but opimlon was ebout evenly aivided
for end egainst exercises end drill.

Staff members should be &nf&llig&nt snd well~irsined
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in remediel techniques snd linguistics, according to
evelusators, Professorial rank, &egree held, and the smount
of finaneiel remunsration were considered of secondary im-
portsnce, Staff conferences snd sttendance &% conferences
&né‘wurkshaps were considered valusble as in-servige
training,

A gpecisl room, eguipped with tebles and chsirs,
blackboards, Tiles, & conference desgk, and reference mste~
risl was recommended, Some support was given o the 1hm :
¢lusion of sudleo-visual materisle in the equlipment. Among
handbooks in current use in ¥riting lsboratories, the jJury

ngiish and of the Harbrece




CH4PTER VIIL

JHMAKY OF PROCEDURES, PINDINGS,
CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

 The problem of the study was to investigate the
vwriting laboratories in the colleges and universities of
‘the United States and to obtain from a Jury of competent
fgriﬁiaﬁ &n eveluation of the findings. |

o Ineluded in this chapter are (A) & summery of pro-
dures used in the investigation, (B) major findings of
he study, () denclusions, and (D) recommendstions,

INVESTIGATION

The pummery of procedures used in this investigation
nvolves the methods employed in determining the incidence
of writing %abﬂg@ﬁﬂriﬁg-in.aallagaa and universities of the

United States, tin gethering dste about the laboretories

the Tindings from 2 éﬁﬁf-af competent eritics.

found to be in existence, and in obtaining an evalustion of



257
tari&s,_tﬁa'registrars of eight hundred and twenty degree~
grenting institutions were queried, Ia sddition, the
questionnaire used in the investigstion contained a cues—
tion designed to aseertain the existence of other writing
laborstories which might come within the scope of the study.

frocedures used in gethering date aboul writing
leboratories. Procedures uged in gethering data about

writing l&hﬁratariea'inﬁiuﬁ&d the diptrivution of & ques-
tionneire and the visitation of certain inatitutions heving
writing laboratoriss,

A mejor step in the prepsration of the guestionoaire
to be used in the study was the visitetlon of six writing
leboretories found eerly in the lnvestigetion to be in
existence in &él&&gaa snd unlversities of the ¥West and Mid-
dlewest of the Unlited Sitstes, A2 & result of the advice of

instructore in these l&hﬁ?&k%ﬁi&&laﬁ& of many others, & nine

page questionnaire wes prepered &nd 4lstributed to 141
colleges end universities, |

& second visitation of writing laberetories, this
“time of most of those fﬁnﬁﬁ‘ma be in existence in Gali-
fornie, was m&ﬁﬁ; Qﬁﬁ@#?&ﬁiﬂﬂ ol technigues and eqgulpment
and conversation with lnstructors and students in these
leboratories, a8 well as &nr%haag viglied earlier, con-

tributed to the gathering and analysis of data for the
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Procedures used in obtelining & Jury evelustion of
the dste. Coopereting directors and ingtructors of writing
leboratories were invited to nominate one or two persons
for a jJury which should evaluate the findings of the study.
The date secured from guestionnaire returns were submitted
to the geventeen~-member Jury which resulted. Evalustions
returned by the Jury were tabulated and recorded in the
prepent study,

B, HAJOR FINDIRGS

In reporting the major findinge of the study,

; reference will be ﬁ&é& t¢ the fellowing cetegories: those
j relative Yo the Aintegrations of tha»#ritiﬁg laboretories in
their respective institutions, those relative to staffing
~&and equipment, those concerning lesboratory praaaauréa, and
thoge eoncerning evaluation,

 &b¢ratar'es>ia 3§g4g gesgg¢§&vg ianetid :
agpects of the integration of writing 1&#&@&%@%&65 in their

- respective institutions were appargnti the types and sizes
of institutlons heving writing lsboratories, the aveila-
bility of the leborstories, the veriation in the names by
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which the services are known in different schools, the
histories of individual laboratories as they have developed,
the extent and nature of the coordination of the labora-
tories with other specialized and individualized services
of the sechools, the extent to whleh the sehools make use of
the laborstories in meinteining standards of Englisgh, end
methods of sdvertisement,

3 The incidence of the sixty writing laboretories in-
vestigated in this study is sbout evenly divided among
publie and private institutions. The distribution is
fairly even betwesn the extremes of 115 snd 1:29 &a.faaal@y«
student retio. Forty-nine, or more than eighty per cent,
of the sixty leborstories are evallable without restristion
ge anyone interested, Forty-one, or approximstely seveaty
per genx;‘rﬁqniv@laﬁtaaaaaaa of certain studente. The
pumber of hours per week the laborstory is kept epen varies
from one to fifty in the different sohools., In & 1ligt of
the nsmes of the service, the words leborstory and g;;ggg,
eapeai&lly the former, are very gr@minent,

Forty-six, or more than seventy~five per cent, of the

writing leboratories investigated were found to belong to

Category Three {the seven satsgories sre deseribed on pages
7 and 8), OCategory Three is avellable for the most part on
& college-wide baslis to all students on sll levels, though i

-«
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i in & few schools zttendance le limited to students above
3 the rank of freshmsn or sophomore, Abtendsnce in thie
category for the most part is optional, but in some cases
is required of students referred by a faculty member.

Thirﬁy«gix,ar sixty per cent, of the writing

lsboratories were able to submit histories of their ser-
vices. These histories eover a period of fwenty years, from .
1932 to 1952, and indicate & steady increase of from one to
eleven during the firet twelve years snd an apprecisbly

ascelersted inerease during the lest eight years,

‘Formal coordination with other personmel services is
‘reported in twenty-elght, or slightly less than fifty per
cent, of the sixty leboratories. |
Fewer than half of the correspondenis coopersting
in this study feel that "every teacher (outside the English
Department) is & teasher of writing.® |
Approximately helf of the writing lsboretory instruc—
tors meke special efforts to meet writing phoblems unique
in certaln fields of learning. Others indicate that they
confine thelr ¢fforte to problems eommon to all writing,
Announcements o snd personal oifitacts with other
faculty members are considersd most afﬁ%##iv& in adver-

tieing lsboratory services, but & combinaetion of other
Geviees, inecluding eatelog snnouncements, brochures, school
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;j newgpaper writeups, and posters is considered desireable.

Findings goncerninz the steffing end equipment of

i:writ;ng leborstories. “"lLaboratory instructor® is the moet

? common official title among the sixty laboratory stsffs,
? most of which consist of one or two members. Practieally
é #ll the steff members receive regular sslery, professorial
| renks ranging from sssistent instructor to full professor.
About eighty-six per cent have received bacsalaureate
degrees, sbout eighty-five per cent masters degrees, and
gbout fwenty-three per cent dootorsl degrees, Teaching
experience is the most prominent qualification among
Laboretory instructors, most of whom wowld like additional
training in remedial techniques, linguisties, testing, and
gudle~visual use, In-serviee training inﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ gtars
meeting, confersnces, and workshops,. |
Writing laboratories are operated variously in
speclal rooms, offices, and regulsr classrooms, A few
heve built-in or neerby offices end/or spectal sudio-visusl
- projection rooms, Hore then half of the sixty laboratories .
' ere equipped with writing Jtables, Instruotienal materisls |
inelude sudlo-visusl ﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁnta film-strips, recordings, j
filme, shelved reference materiszl, and thirfy-six different
textbooks and handbooke in currect use in differsnt

laboretories,
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Findings concerning leboratory progedures.
Leboratory orocedures may be clasesifled g either organi-~
rational or gaunaaling.

Orgenizatlional procedures include dlagnosis, enrolle
ment of students, attendance and progress records, and
referrel to private tutors. Though & few laboratories use
‘gtendardized disgnostic tests, for whiech there is some
objective evidence of value, most laeboratories rely on
anelysis of student writing for dlsgnosis, Enrollment,
-attendance, end progrees records are kepth iﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂiﬁ@lﬁ,

g@agtly'&ﬂ leborstory offices. Comparatively few referrale
“§0 privete tutors are mede, the instruetors considering
%ﬁ@ laboretory iteelf & tmaﬂx&ﬁl gervios. |

F 3 algghﬁ meJority of sounsellng procefures are based
on policies leaning toward grammatic conservetism. Ori-
teria for evasluating student writing, wﬁﬁkﬁﬁ_iﬁ orfer é?
nunber of leborstories reporting their use, include English

usege and dietien, organization ﬁ&-f%ﬁmﬁl&@wﬁn, gtyle, ef-
tectiveness &n.&éﬁﬁﬁ?l&&hm&nﬁ of purpose, ides or thought
aan#eﬁ%; and manueoript form and sppearance. Use of hand-
books in leboretories veries rether evenly smong simple
referrsl to hendbook, on~-the-spet discussion plus referral
0 handbook, and on-the~spot discusslion excluding the use
of & handbook.
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Kost counseling of laborstory students is ah &an
individual, rether than & group, basis., Actual writing is
vreinfaraeﬁ in many cesss with appropriste drill and hand-

book exercises. Comperatively few inatructors indicated
:that they have papers rewritten. Helease of studente re-
quired to aitend lsborstories ie sccompllished mostly on &
besls of demonstrated proficisney in writing, as Judged by
referring inetructors snd laboratory insiructors.

4eg, Self-evelustion of their l&hﬁﬁa&ﬁriﬂﬁ weg mede by
sorrespondents, In addition, date gathered in the etudy
were submitted to & jury for eveluation,

Leboratory instructore besed much of their self-
eveluation on subjective resctions of feculiy end students,
These reantiong were Tound to be overvhelmingly #ﬁfa&gklai
Bome resentment in the cssge of ?@%%i@%ﬁ‘%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ wes
noted, but moet of this resentment wee found to be dis-
ﬁip&tﬁﬁ by individusl ettention and enceursgement, It was
Telt by seversl lnetructros thet mueh good gtudent meterisl
mey be gelveged in the wriking leboretory which otherwise
might be lost %o the college or university, Laboratery
instructore in genersl were awsre of gertain insdecusclies
soncomitent with lack of proper amountes of iime for in-
dividua) eaunéel&ag, lack of proper guerters and equipment,
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and lack ef_preper poordinstion with the school as a
whole. Of courege, not all of these inadequaclies were
indicated by any one laborstory instructer.

The Jury of evelustlion approved of wriling labors-
tories maintained by tha Department of Englieh to supple-
ment regulsr composition courses snd those open to all or
paxrt of the student body for help on writing problems; but
for the most part condemned 1aharater1as which operate as
replecements for reguler composition courses, Evaluators
urged thaet the machinery of operatlon, inecluding coordi-
nsztion with other personnel services and ha@k&ﬁeping withe
“Mn the leburatory, be kept simple.

Eveluators sgreed in genaral'ﬁhaﬁ writing labore~
tories should be staffed with imtelligent personnel, well-
trained in remedisl techniguee and lingulsetice, and h&#ing‘
go fer &8 poseible & background of attendance et vonfer-
ences and workshops on writing laboratories.

For the physical setup, evaluetors approved &
speclal room, equipped with tables and chairs, blackboerds,
Tiles, & sonference desk, and refersnce materisl, There
wes some epproval and some dlsapproval of sudio-visusl
equipment. Private, edjoining confersnce officves have
some edvanteges, but they méy'arae; -1 payﬁhglagzgal'ﬁazriar
between teacher and studente who went to sk m@aﬂr questions
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sccerdling to some evelustive comment.

In the metter of composition policy, the me jority
of evelustore spproved the ldes tha% eflfectiveness in
~writing ean be schieved only by conformlty ito conventionsl

fgrammar and ussge. However, there was genersl recognltion

_of ths prineciple that the study of grammar per se is
futile, and e few eveluators were outspoken in their

- preference for liﬁguiati@ liberellism, Having stodents
~write and &1s§uésiag with then errore whish sre apparent
their writing, with encouragement toward independent

@ of handbooks end exercise books, were procedures most

eartily spproved.
€. CONCLUSIONS

The f&nﬂiﬁgé of $hig study seem %0 werrant the
?ifallaxiﬁg aﬁaalusxans soncerning writing labﬁ#&tariag in

- Golleges and ﬁﬂi?ﬁ?ﬁiti#ﬂ‘ S

| 1. The writing lebaretory is needed and desirable
ia eolleges and aaiv&vﬁizxea of any type or size. It has
%aan shown in this study that teachers and gtudents alike
alm@st universally asocclsim the writing lsborastory as a

place whers the student frustreted by his ﬁﬁm@%mi&%&&
#ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ or by his inability to write well in aﬁhﬁy ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ
may find individuelized help in ﬁ?erﬁeming‘hiﬁ’&ﬁﬁiaiaﬁéiea
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It has also been shown that some of the smsllest as
&ail as some of the largest institutions of higher lsarning
in the United States have writing laboratories. Further-
more, it has been shown that laboratories exist about
equelly in publiely end privately supported schools.
| These facte seem %o indicate that funds can be and

“are found for the support of the writing laboratory where
- the need and desirebility are recognized.

2, The writing lsboratory should supplement, rether

' then replace, the regulsr compoeition course, snd it should
_be availeble to 211 students in the institutien for help in
~Amproving thelr writing in ell courses, including compo~

_ eition courses, or for help in preparing for & proficiency
§ $aa$_&$ any level, HMost of the laboratories lnvestigated
;.ia this study sre of kinds vhich offer these services and

;3 they ere the ones most spproved by the Jury which a@é&&&t&&
: the findinge of this study.

3. The writing leboratory should be sveilable for

. voluntery sttendsnce, but students not writing acceptably

in any sourses should be required by thelr insiructors to
sttempt to remedy thelr deficiensles in the laborstory.

. &bout twe thirds of the lesborstories investigated in thie

study require attendence of certelin students found to be
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 aefxa1an$vin writing in certein courses or in aitempliing
to pass proficlency teste at various levels, 1t has been
shown in this sfudy that a small percentage of stuaenﬁa'
resent such a requirement, but that most of the reseniment
is replaced by gratitude and cooperativeness in the course
of & gquerter or semesber. |
b, Writing lsboratories should be staffed by

gompetent inetruectors. These instructors should have as
- much teaching experience s possible. Sympethetic in~
ﬁarea%'ia,halﬁimg-étuﬁﬁﬁts'averaawg their writing deficlen-
‘cles is a must, end the instructor's attitude towsrd the
studentts efforts should be @ﬁsiﬁiva,&aa'aaﬁaarag&ﬁgg
‘wat&xr then negative and forbldding, Profeseorial ranks
and sslaries are of minor importance, but competent in-
_struction should be adequately rewarded. ‘Qﬁigiﬁﬁﬁ of
writing~laberatory directors and evaluators alike support

these assertions.

5, The physlesl setup of the writing lal
should include & large, well-lighted room or sulte of rooma,
The laberatory should be equipped with tables énd chairs
Tor writing; & table for reference melerial such se hand-
books end digtionaries; shelved reference meteriel such
se eneyclopedias, enthologles of verious kinds of writings,
&and eritiqneg of varicus kinde of writing; filee; a black-

boretory
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board; and a wastebasket, Although some disapprovel of the
following ltems was expressed by some evaluators, the
preponderance of oplnion was in fevor of thelr usel a
motion-pieture prejector, & tape revordsr, a film?atr&p
projector, and all aveilsble motion pletures, film sixips,
end slides on writing snd the elemente of writing,

It ehould be kept in mind thet physicsl equipment is
secondery in importenee to adequate staffing. MNuch good
writing-laboratory counseling hes been found in this etwdy
to take place in regular clessrooms or offices.

" 6. The ocomposition poliey of =z ali@ht majority o
lahﬁraﬁéty‘ﬁiw@ﬁﬁwra end a considersble msjority of evalue~
tors 1s conservetive. %h& Hajority sesum to fesl ﬁhﬁ%‘ﬁhﬁrﬁ
1 & need for suthoritsrian stendards of gx&amggzgmﬁ usage
by which {0 measure éfraativ&ﬁasa in writing. E&wﬁvﬂr; &
aﬁfang tendeney ﬁawarﬁ'iiagaiﬁti@ 1ihérﬁ1igm'@x£§ﬁﬁ amang
a2 few lsboratory iaatrﬁﬁtmra and evelustors of lﬁhﬁﬁﬁ§ﬂ¥§
policy. AAminﬁrity belleve that rules of grasmer aﬁé
usege should @& deseriptive of the sotual practice ﬁf
%qileg&»aﬁuﬁﬂﬁaﬁ pepple, rather then preseriptive a&amrﬁi&g
to rules in most current ﬁaxthﬂﬁk& end handbooks.

7. Orgenizationsl and retord-keeping procedures
ghould be kept as ﬁiﬁgle as pussible, ﬁﬁuﬁ&ﬁiiag'@rﬁaew
dures should start with & gw&iim&maﬁg conferente, in which
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dlagnosis may be made partly from an objective, proof-
réading test, but prineipslly from éxaminaﬂian of student
writing: The student then should be encoursged to write
frequent, short themes until he has geined competency for
longer expositions, or longer pleces of other types of
gomposition if his needs and interests are in directions
pther than ﬁ@w&rﬁ exposition. Conferentes with the in-

gtructor and his sesistents should be frequent. I these
'gaafareaaga are in the eonference office, the steff should
m&ke'a point of moving absut among the students ocoasion-
ally'ta aaéw&r incldental qusstions.

| 8,4 There are certain difficulties conmected with
$he ép@?&tﬁﬁa.éf & writing laboratory whieh shotld be
z*wﬁgmza# by thoee gontemplating the establishment of
such a servige. Fire of all, it must be recognized that
an individuallized service requires se emall & ration as
mmmia- between staff snd student envellment, Individusl
pounseling takes time. Ii mey be polnted out that several
leboratories have met this problem by using student aseise
tants, who mey be seeured with less financisl outlay,
Another diffieulty which should be resognized is thet of
keeping the feculty end student body adequately informed
of the avellabllity of the wrifing lsboratory. Ythe popu~
lation of both faculty and student body fenfls to change
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rapidly in most institutions end a comblination of adver—
tising devices is necessery, especielly in schoole where
settendence 1is entir&ly~@ptimnal, to overcoms lack of know-
ledge of the serviges available. Another aifficulty that
mugt be recognized ls the fact that most evaluation of the
writing laboratory has so far been subjective. éf two
obJective experiments reported in the 1iteratu§e, only one
resulted in conclusions favoring laboratory instruction.
It mey be pelinted eut, however, that prseiicsally all sub-
Jective evaluation has been found favorable.

D. REGOMMERDATIONS

‘The éaﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁa reashed in the present atnﬁgwére
'baaaﬁ on Findings concerning deta furnished by many expsy-
fenced writing-lsberatory iﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁt and on ev
made by persons eonsidered by those lastruciors to be com~
petent to Judge the merit of thelr progremg. The conolu-
sions are fevorsble to the use of eeriain prosedures in

nde of laboratories. These conclusions are

‘aluations

ecertain ki
therefore offered s recommendations for the setting wp and
operation of & writing lsboratery.

In the matier of compesition poliey, sbout which
ﬁﬁaélnsiwna reached in this study ers not everwhelmingl
decisive, 1t is recommended thet individuel situations
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fotete polioy. In counegling students about thelr writ-
gg for other professors, the writing-laborstery instructor
hould be reallstle, so fer ee he and the students can
;ége; sbout the grammeticsl-linguistic standards of the
rofessors for ghom the students are writing. In counsel-
ing about papers which are yet te be handed in, advice
hould be general. The student may be helped in conference
3 érga&iza hie idess sbout a subject; end qusetions should
snswered, but th@‘wrisiﬁg leboretory is not the place
which & student should bring his peper %o have 1% proof-
ped before it is hended to snother instructor. In coun~-
eling students about writing done for the writing labore-
tory, the instructor should bese his advice on well-con-
ldered declslone sbout what he has obasrved %o be accepi~
#ble usage emong eollege-edusated peopls.

In eonclusion, the writing lahayaﬁarﬁ m%y be said to
worth while. This stufy hes inGloested that faeulty,
tudents, and evelustors slike agree %hﬁ%vmaﬁy'ﬁﬁkﬁrwiﬁﬁ
ustrated stusents have been helped t¢ pase courses and

mroficleney tests, heve perhaps in many sases been salveged

or the college or unlversity, in 2 writing leherstory. It

# therefore recommended thet a wrﬁﬁ&b}

leboretory be ser—
Yously considered es part of the program of eny college or
university.
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A. QUESTIONNAIRE
Letter of Transmittal

Degy

: Would you 1like to have a dlgest of what other writing
laboratorles, English laboratories, usage clinics, and .
gimiler gervices are doing in the universities and collegea
of the United States? You are one of more than a hundred
leboratory directors receiving the enclosed questionnaire,.

If you will return it to me as promptly as possible, I
shell do my best to make the results avallable to you by
next September.

If you are too bnay to 11l out the questionnaire
immediately, perhaps you would like to ask an sssistent to
do the work, then revise it as needed before sending it to
mes You may often save time in filling out the gquestion-
_naire by simply referring me to published articles and i
books or to meteriale Whiech you enclose or whleh you send
under seperate sover. I am mosgt enxious to recelive these
materisls and shall be glad to reimbdursge you for postage
or other expense. _ .

The questlionnaire is in part & result of my visitimg
in December, 1851, laboratories In New Mexico ﬁighlanda
University, Southern Methodlst University, Mllwsukee State ‘
Collége, the University of HKinnesota, the State University .
of Iowa, e#nd the University of Denvers  Everywhere I found
laboratory instructors most graclous and interssted in my
project« Host important; they gave me many valueble ldeas,
ideas which I should like to share, slong with yours, with
&ll people aaaparating in the project.

A self-addressed and’stemped anvelaye is snclosed for
your convaniancaa Thank yon vary mach for your help.

Yery braly yours,

/s/ Cleuds F. Shouse

Claude F. Bhouse

Box B-67, San Diego State College
San Diego 15, Cal rarnia
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Guestionnaire

(This questionnaire was, for the purposes of the investi-
gation, nineteen peges long, ample space belng left for
enswering the questions. In this appendix, spece is
consldersbly condensed.)

Plesse return this questionnalre to C. F. Shouse, Box B~67, i
San Diego State Cellege, San Dlego 15, California ‘

THE WRITING LABORATORIES, WRITING CLINICS,
EXCLISH LABORATORIES, ENGLISH USACE GLINICS, ETC.
OF UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES IN THE UNITED STATES

Hame of school

Address of school

Approximets full-time-equivalent rumber of students

et IO,

Approximete full-time-aquivalent number of faculty - ;

This school operates on a quarterly (__ ) semester (__ )
basis.

Name of person fillling out this questionneire

Officiel title in school

Orfieisl connection with the writing labaratery i
I Hame and ?unat&an
1+ In this school the service is kaawm as,

(For convenlence, in this qmeﬁtiaﬂnaira the service
will be designated The Writing Leboratory.)

£+ Catalog description, if any, of the servicet
{A elipping from the cataleg could be stapled or | a
?ﬁaatﬁﬂ h&r&;} :

Bs If you fesl, after filliag in this Quastiannaire, that
" any elaboration of the catelog desoription is
eppropriate, please write your ﬁammart on the back of
tm,s sheet«
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III Coordination with university or college

Under what department ln your school does the writing
laboratory operate?
What 1s the full-time-equivelent rumber of feculty in
this depsrtment?

What other personnel services are maintained hy your
school?

Reading clinie Forelgn Languege Clinie
Spelling clinie Health services
Listening lab&rafory Pgychological counsellng
Math e¢linic Veteran counseling
Spsech clinic Vocabulary laboretory

Speclal English leboratory for forelgn students
Other:

Plenze describe briefly the coordination, if any, that
exists betwsen your: service and other personnel
servigess Is there s 6aarﬁiﬁatar? -Is there & cantral
" persorinel service committes? ' If so, how often does it
meet and what are its: fanati@na* Phat k¥ind of report
do you make, if any; to s aaardinﬁtsr? Are there
cross referral caraa? ﬂther fa@ma?

it

1s “evary taaeh&v-ah
the whole school o
the moat part, wr

faaulty &8 thﬁ u

aaher af writing tbe polisy of
1lege, or do you feel that, for
g pro ems are considered by the

Fig

%hﬁ‘ﬁﬁg&iﬁh &epartmant only?

Are the writing;ﬁw ms
erea of subjects
by the depertmen

Is the English dep
course in any of

'Q.;fﬂt aﬁiguﬁ te & special
- ﬁ#;‘hnmami%iés) stresse&

L% kaé ﬁe conduct a specisl
aléa?‘

Does your labors

7y make any ﬁ%ﬁﬁi&l effart to meet
these indlvidual’ ,

*bblﬁms?
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IV Advertisement of the laboratory

1., What methods of advertisement do you employ?

Brochure Announcemsnts to faculty
to students in assemblies in
classes on bulletin boards ‘
posters write-ups in college psper
Other:

e What methods of advertisement have you found most
effective?

{Any samples of promotional material you can send would be
apprecisted.) :

V Availavility

l. To what extent i your service availsble to the
student body?
g« OUpen only to those registered in the following
courses

be Open to anyone in the siundent body
(1) only if referred by instructor
{2} only if coming on own initilative
(%) either =y |

ce Othar:

2. Is the service available to psople not reglstered in
the school® 3 -

If so, glaaa&,iné: &é;tb:ghat extent 1t 1s used by
various groupe {(e+g«; high-school students, students
~of other colleges, graduates, other adults, ete.)

3« ¥hat specisl fees, if any, are charged for your
servicesy = - '
g+ To regulerly snrolled students
be - Tght ownapeoble

¢«
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Do you make referrals to private tutors®

Are the hours st which the service is availsble
printed in the class schedule?
Elsewheare?

How many hours per week ls the leboratory open?

How long are the perlods?

VI Physical Eguipment
Is a special room devoted to the writing laboratory?
Tz there o built-in or adjoining private offise or

consultatlion room? Is a view of the lsborstory
from the office provided? ,

Is there & separate projection room, built in or near-
by for eudio-visuval instruetion? - Whet
sudio-visual materials (films, filmstrips, recordings,
etc.) are used?

Whet wall cherte, illustrative devices,; ete. are used?
Whet reference materisls are placed in the laboratory?

¥hat textbooks and/or handbooks sre you currently
ueing? .

Are wrliting tebles provided®? Iz there a tele-
phone? ‘

Other equipment!

Could you glve, af~1aad,j&ny pletures of your set-up
{postage will be furnished)?®

A -drawing of ths general set-up on the back of this
sheet would be appreclated.
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vII ?raaaﬁura

¥hat dlagnostic, follow-up, and speclalized tests are
used? o

(Pleass include I. Q., aptitude, personslity, and othsr
testss) .

Wnat entrence tests are used by the school?

What forms {reference cards, questionnaire for
enrolling student, mimeographed directions, rsport to
referring instructor, other) are used? Samples would
be sppreciated.

Iz a definlte syllabus followed? Mimsographed
instrections to steflf? Pleuse send samples.

Iz there specisl instruction in handwriting?
" in spelling .+ FPlease describe.

Do you (1) refer student to handbook? {2) talk
ovar his aiffieuitg with him on the spot? ' .
¥hat, in your opinion; 1s the relative me?it of these
two procsdures?

Procedures are so varied that specifie guestions would
probably be inedequate. Perhaps you have printed or
mimecgraphed materisl which describes your procedure
and which you could sends PERHAPS YOU COVLD REFER ME
TC PUBLISHED ARTICLES OR BOOKS ¥RIOH DESCRIEBE YOUF
PROCEDURE. Perhaps you would like %o deseridbe your
procedure with a typlesl student frow the time he
applies for help In the lsboratory or c¢linle until he
is released. Please include motivetion and record

of progregs.

Would you be willing to meke, for use in this project,
g taps recording of & typleal conference with a
lsboratory student?

YTes fio + If' you chesck yes,
you will receive soon & tape with return postege
enclessd.
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VIII Evaluation
What ars your criteria for evalusting the writing of
your students?

What stanéarﬁiﬁéﬁ achisverment tests are used?

Do you have any objective statistlies comparing achieve-
ment~-test restlts for any one semester or quarter?

Please describe any attempt you or others have made
to compare the echlevement of laboratory students with
thet of non-laborateory students. What were the results

of the investigation?

What reasction do you recelve from referring

“instruetors?

¥hat resction do you receive from students? 1Is a
student-avalustion questionnaire used (a ssmple would
be epprecisted)}? Do you have s summery of the find-
inge ffriany one semsgter or quarter?

Do gome people eaﬁé?ﬁaﬁk on their own initistive after
& successful raferr?d expsrience?

Whet other evidense do you seek or rﬁ&éiﬂg which
indicates that your service iz accomplishing what 1t

is supposed to aceomplisgh? :

Please indicate some of the inadequacies of your set-
up of which you are eware and which you are willing
to mehhlions ' ,

IX Attendance
Iz your writing laboretory an extension of another

course? + If 20, what is the course and
on whet basis ars students assigned to the laboratory?




290
2+« Is your writing laboratory a substltute for the

traditional compogition course? If so,
is it e reguired course?

Se re students referred to the laboratory because of e
lew grade on a proficiency test or theme? . N
If gso, what ism the test, on what level(s) iIs it given, !
who administers and grades 1it, and who refers to the
leborstory? '

4. Kay students be remanded to the laboratory éfter once
velng releassed? Plsase explaln.

5« Under what other circumstances, 1if &ay, ia attendance
compulsory?

6. If un&ar-enmpmlgiﬁn, under what circumstances does &
student sccomplish relesse from the laboratory?

7« If your laboratory is svailable on btoth a compplsory
and & voluntery basis, whati pera&nt&ge of the \
enrollees come vclwmtarilg? RUNES |

8+ Is ocredit toward diplnma given for work in the
laboratory? - ‘How mueh per quarter?
per semesisr *ﬂ%a- W .

9. Whet 1z the avaraga aﬂah&r of people reseiving help
during the coursse @r ang one gquerter or semester?

10+ What percentage of anrallaé students come regulasrly? ;
ﬂcmasi&nally? . Only once or twice? |

L 3

11, How ﬂ#%an y&r w&ek éa wmont students eame?

12. How is the amﬁa: o record kept?

13, @hﬁt record, if any, af attendanse durine former
quarters, aam@sters, or years is kept? Where iz the
resord kept? How i@ng 1s it kept?
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14, Is the number coming to the laborastory constant
throughout the semester or quarter? If not, please
dezoribe its normal fluctuation.

15. Is & report of attendance made to referring in-
structor? If se, in what way?

16+ Other sttendance data:

X History of This Service

XI Composition FPolloy

If you feel inclined, pleass state your philosophy of
compositions You mey want to express your conviction
sbout the importance of mechanleal ¢orrectness in writing,
gemantic conslderations, ete. You mey want to resct to
the following statement made in s recent letter from a
professzor in the Mldwest: ‘ ,

"Our composition policy recognizes that confermity te
conventionel usege in compositliop~-written or spoken--is
of less importence than effectiveness in writing and |
speakings I think that we try to make the students theme ‘
selves reallize that conformity to conventlonal usagze is @
part of effectiveness and that we postpone instruction in
Tusage! t1ll we get students' demends & natural resvlt is ,
that in some sectlions of our composlition we never get ' i
around to 'grammar' or ‘usage!."

Please list on the back of thls sheet any publications
of your own or of others which reflect your philosophy !
of compoeition. {

~
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XII Concerning This Questicnnsire

1. W¥What questions, other than those listed in this
, questionnaeire, would you like answered by people in
charge of laboratories?

§ £« ¥hat other suggestions 4o you have ebout this question-
E nalre?

3. What laboratories, other than those in schools listed
on the next two pages, do you know about? ‘

Heme of school: Name of service, Hgme of person in
- 1f knownj charge, if knownt

AT

(The pages listing the schools are omitted from this
eppendix.,)

B
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B, LIST OF THE COLLECES AXD UNIVERSITIES
WEICH SPOWSOR WRITING LAZORATORIES IN-
VESTICATED IK THIS STUDE, WITH GE*ERAT
INFORKATION ABOUT BACH IﬁSTIT”TIG

ALABANA

Alsbama College: public control; student enrollment £15;
faculty-student ratio 1:14j writing laboratory v
categories 2 and 3;% attendance required of referred
students; lsboratory open £ hours per week.

Jecksonville State Teachers College: public controlj;
student snrollment 1,000; faculty-student ratio 1:12;
writing leboratory eategory 3j required of those who
fall s praficianuy examination} 1ab0ratery open £ hours
psr wesks ; .

Troy State Tsachars Qullegas public control} student
enrollment 600; faculty~student ratlo 1: 153 writing
laboratory category 3j attendance reguired of referred
students; 1&baratary a@an 6 hours per w&ek.

Chico 8tate Gellega: pu ,ia caatvﬁli sﬁﬁﬁent enrollment
1,350; faculty~student ratlo 14173 writing laboratory
category 33 atten&snﬁgfantirely optional} . 1abaratory
open 5 hours psr'w"ék’

lege: publia auntrel; atuﬁent
1ty»sta@an$ ratic 131223 writing
sttendance required of referred

......

pan’ 'm ﬁ mﬁm& rambar of hmzrs;

Contra Costa Junior
enrollment 2,00
“laborstory cate
atudents} laborat

Loyola University of 1
enrollment 925§ ulty-student ratio 1111y writing
laboratory cate 3 attendance entirsly optional*
I&baratsry epea?l@-_aﬁys per weskm

¥ills Gollege: Erivata euntral: student snrollment 800;
faculty-student retio 117} writing leboratory category
4; ettendance required of certain people in dsfinite
courses; 1&barataryfvpen 2 hours per week.

®iriting leboratory. aatagori&s are deseribsd on pages €,7.

kngﬁlaat Private cﬁnﬁral: stﬁdent
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Occidental Colleget private control} student enrollment
1,200; faculty-student ratio 1:13; writing labvorstory
category 3; attendance required of referred students;
laboratory open 2 hours Der wesk.

S8aseramento State Collspe: public control} student enroll-
ment 1,500} feaculty-student ratio 1:12l; writing
laboratory category 33 attendance required of those who

~fall e proficlency examination; laborstory open 4 hours
per week.

San Diego State College: public control; student enroll-
ment 3,200; facvlty-~student ratic 1:119; writing
laboratory category 3 sttendance entirely optional}
laboratory open 12 hours. per weeks.

San Prancisce State College: publiec control} student
enrollment 5,0003 feculty-student retlioc 1:120) writing
laboratory ecategory 1l; £, and 3; attendance required
of certain psople in definite courses; lasborstory
open 40 hours per week.

Stockton College: public control; student enrollment
2,5133 feculty-student retic 1:16; writing leboratory
category 2 and 3; attendance required of certalin
people in definite courses) laboratery open 35 hours
per woek. e :

Los Angeles State College: public aanﬁrﬁlg atudent en-
rollment 2,514; feculty-astudent ratio 1:2l13 writing
laboratory category 3 and 73 sttendence reguired of
those who fell & proficlency exsmination} laboratory
open undesignated numbser of hours per wesk.

COLORADO

University of Denvert: private control} student enrollment
- 8,594; faculty~-student ratio 1319] writing lsboratory
caetegories & and 4} attendencs reguired of certaln
people in definite courses; laboratory open 20 hours
per wesk, :

CONKECTICUT

University of Bridgsport: privete sontrol; student enroll-
ment 1,500; faculty-student ratlo 1:19; writing
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laberatar? category 3; sttendance requlred of
referred atudents;

FLORIDA

Plorids State University! publie control; student
enrollment €,000; faculty~-student retlo 1:12;
writing laberatory categories 2, % and 7; sttendance
required of those who fail & proficiency examination,
and sttendance required of referred students; lab-
oratory open £7 hours per week.

University of Florida: publle control; student enroll-

~ ment B,165; faculty-~student ratlo 1i7; writing

", laboratory category 6; attendence reguired of gll
“gtudents at one tims or anafhsr; laboretory open
50 hours per weak.

Gniveraity of Miami: private gontrol; student enrcllmemt
7,000} faculty-student ratie 1i83; writing leboratory
categories § and 6} gttendance required of sll
students at one time or aneth&r; laborstory open %5
hours per week.

ILLINOIS

University of Illinois: publiec control} student enroll-
ment 18,1193 faculty-student ratlo 1li5} writing
leboratory category 5 ettendance entirely optionsl;
laboratory open 10 hours per week. -

George Willlems College: private conirol; student enroll-
ment 190; feculty-student ratlo 118} writing lebora-
tory category 33 attendance required af referraed
studentsa.

T¥DIAKA
Anderson Collegs: private control} student enrallmant 7503
feculty-student ratio 1:15; writing leboratory cate-
gory 3; attendance entirely optlonalj laborstory open
b heurs per weak¢

Gosghen College: privete control} student enrollment 500;
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faculty~-student ratioc 1:116; writing laboratory
category 5; attendance requlired of all students
at one tlme or another.

IOWA

Central Gollege. private control; student enrollment 450}
faculty-atudent ratio 1:10; writing lamboratory
‘pategorles 3 and 7; attendance required of those
who fall a proficlency exsmination; laboratory open
4 hours per week.

Iowa State College: publie control; student enrollment
75233 faculty-student ratio 1:12; writing laboratory
category 3; attendance regquired of those who fail s
proficlency exemination.

Towa State Teachers College: public control; student
enrollment 2,300} faculty~student ratio 1:8; writing
laboratory estegory 4} attendance entlirely aytianal;
laboratory open 20 hours per week.

State University of Iowa: public aantral; student enroll-
ment 10,000; faculty-student ratio 1:13§ writing ‘
laboratory categories % and 4} attendance required
of certain pecple in definits coursesj laboratory
open 30 hours per week.

 KANSAS

Saint Mary Uollege! private control) student enrollment ' :
3963 faculty-student ratioc 1:15} writing leboratory '
category 3} attendance entirely optlonale

Bethany College: gmivnta sontrol} stadent enrollment 286}
faculty~student retlo 1:7; writling laborstory
category 43 attendance required of certain people '
in definite aunraas¢

| E&ﬁ&&aﬁﬁaﬁ§fﬁ
Wheelock College: private eontrol; student enrollment 378;

feculty=-student ratio 11183 writing lasboratory ;
category 3} &htenﬁamﬁ& entirely optionsl.
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MICHIGAR

Albion College: private control; student enrcllment 975;
feculty-gtudent ratio 1:12; writing laboratory
category 3; attendance entirely optional; writing
laboratory open 3 hours per week.

¥ichigan Stste College: public control; student enrolle
ment 13,0003 faculty-student ratio 1:10; writing
laboretory category 53 attendance required of
referred studentsj laboratory open 40 hours per wesk,

Wayne University! public control; student enrcllment |
11,3723 faculty-student retio 1:18; writing lsboratory
category 5; sttendance required of referred students;
laboratory open 12 hours per weeks

Western Hichigan College of Educstiont publle controlj
student enrollment 3,284; faculty-studsnt ratlo 1:19;
writing laboretory category 3; satiendance entlirely
optional; leboratory épen 35 hours per wesks

MINFESOTA

General Gollege, University of Minnesota: public controlj
student enrollment 1,000} faculty-student ratio 1:29;
wriiingllnbavaﬁary-aﬁﬁégnry €} ettendance antirely
optional.

University of Minnesota, Bt, Psul Campus? public contrelj
student enrollment 16,4883 faculty-student ratio
- 11873 writing lsboretory category 2; ettendance
entirely optional, o -

Koorhead Stste Teachers Collegei publis control) student
enrollment 510 faculty-student ratic 1:9) writing
laboretory category 3%; attendanee required of those
students who fall s proflciency examination, and
attendance reguired of referred students} laboratory
open 4 hours per week.

EISSOURY

University of Mlssouri: public control; student enrollment
6,885; faculty-student ratic 1119} writing leboratory
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category 3; attendance entirely optlonal; laboratory
open 10 hours per week.

Rockhurst Collsget: private control; student enrollment
4003 faculty-student rstio 1:18; writing laboratory
category 33 sttendance entirely optional; laboratory
open 3 hours per week.

Stephens College: privete control; student enrollment
1,800; faculty-student ratle 1:7; writing lsaboratory
category 3; attendance required of certain students
in dsfinite courses.

Webater College: privete control: student enroliment 300;
faculty-student ratic 1li8j writing leboratory cate-
gory 6; attendancs entirely optional} leboratory open
3 hours per week. '

Dartmouth College! private control; student enrcllment
2,700} faculty~student ratlo 1193 writing lsboratory
category 3; sttendance required of referred students}
laboratory open 9 hours per weeok.

\

NEW JERSEY

‘Montelair State Tesshers Colleges public control; student
enrollment 1,084; faculty-student retio 1112} writing
leboratory category ¥, attendance required of referred
students; leboratory open B hours per week. =

NEW MEXICO

Fow Mexico Highlands University: public control; ﬁtuﬁant
enrollment 690} fasulty-student ratic 1:17; writing
leborstey category %} attendance entirely optionsl.

| - HEW YORK
Colgate University! private control} student snrollment

1,200; feculty student ratio 1:10; writing laboratory
category 3; attendance entirely optionsl.
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Hobart and William Smith Collegest private control} student
enrollment 1,000; faculty-student ratlo 1:15; writing
labvoratory category 3&; attendance required of certaln
students in definite courses, and attendance required
of refsrred studenta; laﬁeratavy open 30 hours per
ﬁaekg '

Oswego State maaahﬁra Gallaga. public controls student
enrollment 1,200} faculty~student ratio 1:17; writing
laboratory category 3} attendance entirely optlonal;
laboratory open 1g hmurs per week.

State Univsrsity Taachérs College 8t Potsdam, New Yorks
public control} student anrallment 7003 faculty-
- student ratio 119} wrlting laborastory categories 3
and 4; attsendancs reguired of referred stuéanta;
laberaﬁary*aﬁ Mgs‘haura per weoke

Eﬂﬁ@ﬁ'aﬁﬁszxﬁa
. tﬁﬁaﬂg anrallmant 4,@9@;

Duke ﬂniv&raiﬁy, ggl*f'sx

fﬁﬁaﬂaat enrollment 3,700}
1ting leboratory cate-

Ohio ﬁnivaraity: pablia 0
' g&iﬁ%ly@agtzaaalg labora-

faculty-student r
gorisa 3 end |
tavg »@ﬁn @Gyh

ﬁuskingum College 'antrﬂl, sﬁuﬁaﬂt enrollment 7003
f&a&itywstﬁéﬁi,p,‘ 0 18163 writing leboretory category

63 attanﬁanaajimgm A;ﬁ af all at&éanﬁs at one time or

aaaﬁh&r» T
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PENNSYLVANIA

Seton Hill College: private controlj student enrollment
500; faculty-student rstio 1:8; writing laboratory
categories 1 and 33 attendance required of certsin
psople In definite courses; laboratory open 25 hours
per weeks

TENNESSEE

University of Tennessee: public control; student enrcll-~
ment 6,000; faculty~-student retlo 1110} wrlting
lsboratory category 3; attendance reguired of those
who feil a proficiency examination; lasboratory open
12 hours per week.

TEXAS

Southern Methodlst University: private contrel} astudent
enrcllment 6,500; faculty~student ratio unknownj
writing laboratery category 4; sttendance reguired
of certain people in definite ‘courses; laboratory
open £ hours per wesks '

University of Texast public contrel; student enrollment
17,000; faculty-student ratic 1:88; writing leboratory
category 7; attendance required of referred studsnts;
laboratory open 38 hours per weeke

WASH INCTON

Bastern Washlington College of Educatlon! public controlj;
student snrellment 1,0003 faculty-student ratio 1:13;
writing laboratory category 3; sttendance required of
those who fell a profieclenecy examinatien end
attendance required of referred students; laboratory
open € hours per week. :

" VIRGINIA
Lynehburg College: ?riVata econtroel} sgtudent enrollment

4503 feculty-student ratioc 1:13} writing laborstory
categories 1 and 3; attendsnce regquired of certain
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people in definite courses end attendance required of
referred students; laboratory open undesignated hours
per waek.

WISCONSIK

-Lewrence Gollags» private control; student enrollment
B0%; faculty-student retic 1:13%; writing lavoratory
category 1; sttendance required of eertain psople in
definite courses; lasboratory open 2 hours per week.

Wisconsin State Collepe, Milwaukee! public controlj ‘
student enrocllment 1,725; faculty-student ratioc 1:15;
writing leboratory castegories 3 and 5} attendance
required of certein people in definlte courses;
laboratory open 8 hours per wesk.

Wisconsin State Gellags, River Falla: public control:
student enrollment 700; feculty-student ratio 1:11}
- writing leboratory cetegory 25 attendance required
of all students at ons time or anathar lsboratory
open 3 hours per wamkp .
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C. CONDENSATION OF THE WRITING CLIKIC,

AX ELEVEN-PAGE PRINTED PAWPHLET DISTRIDBUTED

TO STUDEETS AT THE UNIVERSITY OF KIAMI

(This printed pemphlet contains complete instructions for
students enrolled in The Writing Clinie. In this elinic
students may qualify for an exsmination required by The
University of Miami in lieu of & formsl course in
composition,)

II

INTRODUCTION (Student 1as urged to read pamphlet
carsfully.)

REGISTRATION

A

B

Ce

De

For the f{lrst term of his attendance,; the newly-
entering freshman must reglster for three gredit
hours in English 101.

For the second term of his attendance, regardless
of whether or not he hes recelved credit in
English 101, he must reglster for three credit
hours in English 102« The reason for this srrange-
ment 1s that; safter doing the necessary work and
passing the stipulated teats during the first term,
e student passes not only English 101 but also

" BEnpglish 102+ He receives three credits for English

101 at the end of the first semester and three for
English 102 gt the end of the second semsster. If
he completes his work during the second semester,
he pmeses both English 102 and 101 end recelves the
gix credits. In either camse these credits must be
distributed over two terme so that the registrar
may keep hils records in proper ordesr. INPORTANT:
& student should remember that he will not receive
eredits for English 102 until after he has regls-
tered for the course.

If he does not pass English 102 during the secongd
semester, the student must re-regleter in English
102 for the followlng semester end continue doing
80 for each subseguent semester untll finslly he
pesses and receives six credits.

Trensfer students with no credits in English com-
position should follew the procedurs outlined in
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A, B, and C above.

E. Transfer students with two, three, or four credits
and holdover students with no credits should regls-
ter for English 102. If they do nct pass, they
ghould re-reglster for the course at the suceceszsive
registration period until they pass. They then
will receive the number of credits required to give
them a total of six. |

IIT IDENTIPICATION (Instruections to have photographer
make a student sctivity ldentificstion card. Student
takin% final examination is required to show this
card.

IV PBOOKS AXD OTHER EQUIPHENT
A¢ & student buys the following textbook and brings

it to the Writing Clinic whenever he comes: ;
Emery and Wight, Practice in Writing, ‘

Be If his instruector finds during the course thet
- the student needs additionsl training, the student
should purchase the followling supplementery text- f
bock: Orant, Bracher, and Duff. Correctness and ;
Precislion in Writing, Form D. ’

G. He should also be suppllied with 2 pen, & pencil,
and B by 10 (or 8% by 11) notebook peper. Paper
of & smaller size 1s not acecepteble.

V-XI (These sections deel with attendance, the process
of Instruection, guel ificatlon with instruetor, the
wrlting test, permit t¢ take the objective examination,
the objective examination,; privileges and penslties.)
Following is & condensatlion of these sections! ‘

In sach of the two rooms of the Writing Clinic, in-
structors ere in sttendence throughont the sehool days
They work with studente individually in a tutorial manner.
In each room there 1s elso a supsrvisor,; who not only
instructs but enswers techanlcal questions and helps %o
bring together puzzled students and busy instructors.

After the instructor determines the student's needs
he sske the student to work out pertinent exercilseg in his
textbook or gives him a pertinent writine assignment.
After a few minutes the instructor returns, reeds his work,
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points out his errors, and suggests pages for him to read
or exerclses for him to work out in order that he may
rectify his errors.

A student sttends the clinic, writes themes, works
out exercises, and confers with hls instructor until the
time comas when hisg instructor adjudges him proficient
in both the mechenlics end the effectivensss of expression
and capable of writing satisfacttrily on the college
level, The process may require two weeks, two semesters,
or two or more ysars. . When the Instructor 1s satisfled
that the student 1s rendy, the student is glven s writing
test and an objective test. If he passes both tests he
13 given six units eredit for English 101-10g2,.

XII OTHER ENGLISH LANGUAGE COURSES

Some students may wish to eontimie thelr English
language study after the completion of English 101-102.
They may either return to the clinic for additionsl
instruction and for further practice in writing or
© register for one or more of the following coursess

 English 25 (semanties), English 251 (advanced composition),
Enplish 252 (modern English gremmar), and English 354,
355, 366 {ereative writing workshop). If they wish to
do 8o, they may choose & minor in ereative writing.

Enterling Preshmen making a score hlgher then 130 on
the Freshman English entrance exsmipation mey elsct to
take exemption froem English 101-102; and to start their
‘English schedule with English 201-20€ end complste their
degres requirements with the teking of six edditional
hours of elective courses in English number above 202.
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D. SAVPLE FORMS FOR REFERRAL TO WRITING LARORATORIES

(These forms &ré cgnsiﬁﬁrahly'condensad. On the originals,
emple space is provided for entries.)

KFILLS COLLEGE, CALIFORNIA
Department of English

RAME:
PURPOSE:
APPOINTNENT IN WORKSHOP: BICHATURE:
WESTERN BICHICAY COLLEGE OF EDUCATION
EALAMAZOO, MICHICGAW
List of Writing Olinle Candldates
&ny augweatimna a8 to the type of work to be followed
by the student may be indicated after his names I there
are any cancellations or additions of candidates, please
indicste by croessing out or adding names.
NEF MEXICO EIGHLAWDS UNIVERSITY
ASSIGEYENT OF PAPER TO ENGLISH LABORATORY

Student Qoursei
Date on which g&par Is sent ta Laboratory:

Improvemant required int
1. ¥echenics S« Idiomstic Phrage~
2s ~Gremmar ology
Se . Bentence Structure Ba Paragraphing
4 Diction, Vocabulary 7e_ Organization

'Date by which paper is to be returned to Department:

} ‘ __Instructor
Note to Student: The English Leboratory 1s open daily dur-
ing periods 3 and 4. ?leas& make an appolntment with Dr,
Vohrli during one of these psriods for the purpose of dis-
cussing, revising, and correcting your psper. If you are
unable to come during pericds 3 to 4, srresngement cen be
made for snother periods
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WAYRE TUNIVERSITY
Date

To all Members of the Temching Staff:

As you read your sxaminations and f£ill out grade
sheets, would you please write down the names of students
whose final examinations were written in sub-university
English., We are particularly interested In students wha
will be junfors and senicrs next semester.,

The Composition Glinic will ccnsider this ag & list of

referrals and will =ssk these studants to come in for spe-

¢isl gttention early next semester. For that purpose we
should like the exasm books or other written svidence sent
along with the 11st to the Composition Glinic, English De-

partment, 475 Putnems

Student's Keme ' Identification Ko, Dept. or
{from grads shest list} College end
Courae No.

IOWA STATE TEACHERS COLLECE

Racemmen&atian Form for Clinie

Quarter in School : 19 Batev> 19

Neme of Student Recommended by

A, Principal Weskness in @amﬁasitiana
B. Instructor's Estimate of Students
Signed

Date Arrived at Clinie . ﬁéat Scores

Attendance:
History of Pragressa

Grade at Time of Entrance Orade at End of Quarter
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E. SAMPLE REPORT-TO-REFERRING-INSTRUCTOR FORKS

STOCKTON COLLEGE
' Date

To ¢

This 1s te sdvise you of the faect that 5
a student in your class, ls iIn my English
Laboratory group. 1I there is any way in which I may co-
opsrate with you in helping this student In the writing or
in the resding assigned in your course, plesse let me know.
Helpful procedures might include the organization of idsas,
better understanding of the reading assigned, formet of let~
ters, word study, ete.

I ghall be glad to have suggestions from you at any
time, pursuant to the good of the student.

8igned

English Referrsl Laboratory

HOBART AND WILLIAM SKITH COLLEGES
COMMITTEE OF THE USE OF ERGLISH

TUTOR'S REPORT o . Date
Tos

Neme of Student ____ Qourse ‘
. “Eobart Wiy BELiLD ' {
¥os of Conferences_ Inelusive Dates_ ‘ %
Remarks: ' :
, . | |
Tutor :
Secretary | ;

A COPY OF TEIS REPORT TO SECRETARY OF THE CONNITTER
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LOYOLA UNIVERSITY OF LO3S AFCELES

DEPARTRFYT OF EROLISH

ENOLISH CLINIC | | FORE B
Dgte:
Dear :

X ; the student you referred to us
has/hee not reported to me at the English Clinic. %We ghall
d0 our best to help him correct the deficlencles iIn English
to which you celled attention.

Signed:

B8LY DIRCO STLYE COLLECE

READINC-®RITIED ﬁ&%ﬁﬁéTﬁﬁi
¢ 3
FROE: Director of the Reeding-¥Writing Laboratory
DATE:
s & student in your
clags hes reported (o the levoratory for improvement in
+ This student has agreed to work with
me twice & week during the rest of the semesters I ghould

appreclate your meking, frow time te time, any sugrestions
about hie work ehich you feel would be helpful.

Blgned:

[ S






Pe AUYDIO-VISDAL BATERIALS FOR WRITING LAPORATORIRS
Fllme

S8ourcet Coronat Films, Coronst Bullding, Chiesgo 1,
 Illinels.

Bullding an Ovtline

Degeribing an Ineident
Daveloping Imegination

Do Words Zver Fool You?

Find the Informetion

Bow to Write Effectively
- How to Brite your Term Paper
Improve Your Handwrlting
Leapning from Class Dizovassion
Eaking Sense With Sentences
Fropagende Techniques

Spelling Is Baeay

Watch %hﬁt Quotation

Writing Better Busginess Letters

Pllimstrips

Source: OCurriculum Pilms, 41-17 Crescent Street, Long
Igland City 1, Few York.

Spelling I, Bome ?wﬁﬁlﬁma

- Epelling 1I, Beelng, Hearing
Spelling 111, Kemory Alds
Spelling IV, Use of the Dictlionary

Source: Populsr Scisnce Publishing Company, &mﬁ&a Visuel
Divisicn, 353 Pourth Avenue, New York 10, @w York

Kaw to Uge ﬁn,ﬁnﬁyalap@ﬁia
Preogenting the Comme:
Part I, The Berles
Part 1, Lovse Part of ﬁhw ﬁan%@m@a
Pert 1Y, Loosge Pert of the Bentance
Pressnting the &postrophs
Presenting the Colon, the Semi-Colon,
and the Dash
Presenting GQuotation Earks

it |



Source! Soclety for Visuel Eduestlion, 100 East Ohlo
Street, Chicegoe 11, Illinois.

Disgraming Compound and Cozmplex Sentences

Disgraming Simple Ssntences

Parts of EBpesch 4 ,

Penmansnip, Parts I, IX, 1II, I¥

Sentence Construction

Your Caplitel lLetters and How fo Write
Them in Cursive Wrlting

Your Cepitel Letters and How to Write
Thew in Henuserlpt Writing .

Tour Small Letters snd How to Write
Them in Cursive Writing

Your Smell Letters and How to Write
Them in Benuseript ¥Writing

Boures: Visusl saiaaaé; Box 599-8Y, Buffern, Hew York.
| How to Study

Recordings

Sourcet Linguaphopne Institute, 30 Rockefeller Plaza,

Kew York 20, Yew York.

Conversational Course in English--
fiftesn records edapted for forelgn
speaking students.

L

W



SELEQTED LIST OF TEXTBOUKS AND HAB
XRENT WRITING LABORATORY USE




7
¢. SELRCTED LIST OF TEXTBOCKS AND HANDBOOKS
IN CURBEET WRITING LABORATORY USE
Eaahelar, Jaaaph ﬁ“ » Ralph L. Henry, and Rachel Seligbury,
rent king and ¥riting Blgw Yorvk: Appleton-
PP

E&ery, Clark and Wié.llim Wight, Preetice in ¥riting,
: Hew York: Willlam Sleane M&aeia‘ées, l95‘= « 302 pp.

@rﬁnﬁ ' Phil 5‘ v i‘raﬁ.ﬁri&: B:*&::h&r; mﬁ. Semuel E. Duff, ,
Correatne ama,  in Writing, Boston: B@ﬁg&ﬁm

7 }_aﬁ im.‘i.lme‘ end Agnes iuaw Jones,
: o ; ma%%m» Aprleten-

Kiﬁ?a$k¢ ﬁﬁm M., ’ 1 "i; ' \dbook of
ks ahe Mo pgean Reg

Lﬁg ets; ﬁ’l&ﬁﬁf 8. ba
Bandbook for ¥rik
wmﬁeﬁ, 1%3,.; 378 pp.

¥ead, snd m,mm Gha
New York, Prestice~

Rewsome, Vernc L, and mh &angh* |

Hew York: The Mpemillan Com

o1 3%%‘5, ﬁ‘@x‘eﬁf:;,:_'f{'j"\”:
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H. BSAKPLE WRITING~-LABORATORY ENROLL¥ENT FORES

{(These forms are considerably condenseds On the originals
arple space 1s left for entrlies and esch form 1s on & gzep-
arate gheet or card.)

¥ DIBGC STATE COLLECE

PRELINIFARY DIRRCTIONS TO STUDENTS EFROLLIEG IN THE
WRITIEG LABORATORY

le¢ Fill in questionneire.

£+ P11l in scheduls card. Indlecate what you take when.

&, Read enclosed directions for regulsrly enrolled labora~
tory students carefully. Jot down sny questlions you mey
went to ask the instructor sbout them in your prelimin-
ary interview.

4+ Bave preliminary conference with the instruector and es~

5. Sonuss Menivect Ypbe Boeetise Santbook 1n Eapdian, by

« Procure b vock (Hew Practice Ssndbook in Empgiish, by
Jones, ¥allace, and Jones) Gt DOUKALOTEs LI you EFS &
vetoran and wish the vetsrans' sdministration to psy for

the book, you muat officlelly add English W to your pro-
6+ As soon as you get the handbook, resd Besotlen 31 and
write, in scecordance with ite suggestions, & two- to
three-pege theme on one of the toplos sugpested in Secw
tion %51-Ds Ering it to your next laboratory seassion.

QUESTIONEAIRE FOR BTUDENT EXTERING WRITING LABORATORY
Hame _ | Address Telephone

English Course, if sny,; now in progress
Professor's Hame

Previcus Engllsh sourses, if any, professors, and gradest

¥ho or what interestsd you in the writiag,i&ba#ntury?
(Eef?r@aé by Professor Blank, sew bullstin in lfbrary,
ete i ‘ ) L »

In whet kind of uriﬁing are you partleularly Interested?
{(Researeh paper, short story, lettesr-writing, themes, etc.)

i e e o e e



st

 How meny ecollege units have you scecum:leted?

¥het specific improvements do you hope to make in your
writing?

1. . Ea S

4 5¢ ' Ba

dreade point aversge?,
How meny units are you carrying nowy ,
ire you a veteran? What iz your Laior%

¥net is your oceuprtional goel?
How many hours @& week are you gRLINIUily 8mploysdr ‘
Can you come regularly, at lesst twice & week, to the lsbo-
ratory durlng the rest of the semester?

DIRECTICKES POR STUDENTS RECGULARLY FEROLLED IN %ﬁé
WRITING LABCRATORY

1« When you ae&e:ﬁ@ the laboretory et regularly sehaduled
times,; cheek atiendance on the chart Just outside the of-~
figce door. g

£e After you bave signed attendence, procure your folder
from the teble, look to ses whether or not there is a sps-~
c¢isl ensipgnment inside (there mey not be one), and go to
werk ot eny tsble in the rovm. The instrueter will endeav-
or to interview you sbout your work st sgome time during the
periods HEe may not pet to you every time. g

3+ You will usually tske s diagnostlc test at your first
regular sttenfances DPegln & systemetic study of thoge sep~

‘tions of the handbook which your diggnostic test indicetes

you need to studye The sections will be listed in your
folders Do first those ssctions underlineds &g you com~
plete the study of emeh ssction, look st the filmstrip
which corresponds to thet sectlion«  (The instructor will
show you how to opsrste the projectors) Then 40 the exer-
ciss opposite the meterlal studied in the handbook. Pra-
pare your answers in columns on thems paper as lllustreted
on the atteched sheet: When you have ¢ompleted @ page of
enswers, leave it in the bottom tray outside the office
doors: After the instruetor has echecked your answersz, he
willl go over them with you in confershnoes :

4+ Bring, from time to time; for the purpose of analysis
and correction, written work returned to you by your in-
structors. Leave the papers in the bottom tray outside the
of flce door. ‘ '
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B« You will prepare s corrsction notsbook on srrorg noted

in your written work. A& sample pags of the notebook is at-
" teched, with dirsctions st the bottom of the sheet.

6. Choose & writing partner, somsons whe doesn't slready
have @ pertner, from emong the other students who attend
the writing laboratory st the seme hours wilth you. Direc-
tions for writiag pertrers ere attached.

T« Ksep these general directions snd sample pages in your
big thres-hole notebook.

B: You are welcome to the use of the laboretory and its ‘
facillities at gny time, whether or not you &re scheduled to
be hers. You gre perileularly invited to view the {ilm-
strips et any time, even though there may be e farmai class
in session.

e

BAMPLE AVSERR SHERYT TO BY PREPARED O EXERCISES
STTDIED AS A POLLOW-UP OF DIAGNOSTIO THST
(This 1z not & keyj don't depsnd on these angwers.)

€0 1B 138 19480 £45
pPs 45 pe 139 s 108 P 131 Pe 151
l1¢ vyes € G bad ¥
£+ no 1 U elow . G
3« no 1 E bad g
4+ Yyes 1 E guod ¥

{(Bumbered column contimes to 25¢)

SAMPLE PAGE OF CORRECTION NOTERGOK
4B
Use a semicolon between inﬁeﬁmnﬂant statamsnts with-
ém & sentgncs {main ai&&a#g} not loined by and, or, but,
10X« ‘

'§2,Fir$t Apbition (neme of th¢w$3~¢$wa*v@ huttawaﬁ y@mr
eBa] Now Rt 15

E&a ing 8 Motor in cauﬁitiar*nﬁamnar or lster plstons weer;
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SUGGESTIONS FOR WRITING PARTYERS
(Courtesy of Dr. Francis E. Drake, University of Minnesota)

You do not have to be an expert in English to halp
someone with his writinge Your Job is to play the part of
the resder. This is the secret of the partner method-~to
find ocut whether the meaning you get 1s the meaning your
writing partner intended. ~

To save time you mey wish to read your partner's paper
by yourself before conferring with him. As you resad, make

notes on his manuscript. A& guestlon mark In the mergin cen

indicate that a sentence seems awkward--thet you get the
meaning with 4ifficulty«

Following are & few euggestlons of what to look for
and what to suggest in conference with your partner:

1. Confusion in meaning.
as Reveal to your partnar that you as a reaﬁar ars
confused: @sgs, "Besay tests should not be used
when short anewer tests elicit similar mental
processes and yat possess far grester abjactivw
ity in scoring.®
b. Ask your partner to state orally what he means.

2. Overall organization. {Does the paper build under-
standebly toward e recognizéble objective?)

&+ Hls lmmedlate difficulty mey be oversll organi-
gution. Have him lay hils paper aside, and talk
over the total paper with him. Ask him te jot
down the main idsas he wants to put over. This
will serve as a rough outline.

bas If major points (within the paper) are well de~-
veloped, total organization can sometimes be
improved by shifting whole paregraphs erounds.

%. Consider word cholces Is he using "big" words? Is
he using jergon? Sugpest:
2+ Replacing with simpler words: Usge the diction~
ary to find the easier word.
b+ Chenging noun forms of verbs back to verb form.
¢+ Removing %"jargon.” \

4+ Consider sentence structure. Are the sentences too
long and involved? Buggest:



323

2.+ Bresking Involved sentencss into two or more
gentenees.
be Putting main iﬁaaa into zeparate sentences.

5. Congider transitione Doesg the thoucht nmove sasily
from one point to angther, or are thers suvdden
Jumpe? Supggest: The peed for an additional sen~
tence g & transition device.

6. Consider the need for expanslion with more famillier
peterial. Iz the total writing job on e hzgh
abstract level? Bugrest:

8« Using more spscific examples.
- be Uaing qu@t&tian& from axperts.
Ce Tsing other devices such as anslogles end st~
tistios.

7+ Look for Yshow™ in writinge Does the writer con-
- eesl meaning in blg words? Does elaborate style
confuse simple msening?
5@@' st

ubatitution of elmpler words.
b‘ Clerification of real meaning desired.

WEATERY HICHIGAR ﬂﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁ OF EDUCATION
KALANATZOD, EIOR foﬁ
IETERVIEY SHERT

Hames | ¥riting Clinle
Rnetoric Classs Rha%a#;é Instructor: '
Clinie Periodst | |
1ls ﬁ@ yﬁn have any thysicel praﬁlama that might affect your

fi t%gg}ar reading? {eyesight, hesring, or speech A4if-

culty

2 ﬁﬁ your y&r&aﬁa spamk & 1&5@3&@& ¢ther than Eﬁgliﬁh in
your home?

3» Do you speak &n@thwr language &nd 414 you lesrn English
or the other lenguage first?

4 Wnet high gechool 414 you attand?
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¥nat wes the enrollment of your hish school®
%hat cless? (uibg, rural, or township)

Wes it a privats, public, or church school?

How many years of Engllsh 4ld& you heve and what do you
remamber as to the kim&ﬁ~~writimg, grawmar,; literature,
specch?

What sversgze greds 4id you recelve in your English
courges in high school¥

What books do you remsmber reading during your four

years in high school? 7

How long has 1t besn since you were in high school?

Do you heve any 4iffienlty in learning to spell, in or~
ganising and dsveloping ideas, in recognizing gram&mkiﬁ
cal eonstructions?

Define & theme? _

How much total time would you spend in organising,
writing, and revising s theme of two or three pages
written outside of clasae?

Bow many times would you revise or rewrits such a

 &&&%&9

154

164
174

18,

19«

wrote?

¥het should be moves important in an in&tvuﬁtmr*a grad-
ing of sveh a theme--spelling srrorst ths organiszing.
and developing of ldeas? grammmtleal constructions?

On an lmpromptu thems written in ﬁx%ﬁﬁﬁ hﬁw m&ah time V ;
would you spend organiping snd mimm@ &Jawt the tople j
before sotuslly writing? _ 4
Un the seme Impromptu theme, hnwﬂm&ﬁkitiﬂa,wau&é you
ii?aw to check over errors aftaw'tlp : “ganr writ-

g? , :

What is the longest theme, or ﬁamm

vﬂu¥ﬂﬁ ever

&ﬁ@?@xiﬁ&t&ly‘hﬁw many @aa&zgg'?;f’“ or book reviews

414 you write in high schoo
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20« Did you do any desbating, drematics, apeech work, or
newgpeper work in high school?

2l. What career 4o you hope to follow?
¢2. Fhat are your hobvbies?

25« In your opinion, are you 8 slow, average, or fest resd-
er? Why do you so rate yourself?

24, Whet megazine do you read repularly?
£5« Do you prefer to resd fletion or erticles? BSpecify.
28+ Do you read a newspaper dailyt Comiecs? ‘
27+ In your opinlon, what are the 4ifferences betwsen news-

papers and megasine writing and mors serious fietional

and non-fictlonal writing?
28+ Were you in the military service? What branch?

Whet countriss 414 you visit? Whet states?

SA¥ TRA¥YCISCO ﬁ?&?ﬁ COLLEGE
Yﬁﬁﬁ WRITINS BACKOROUND
These gﬂﬁatiﬂﬁa ere designed to help yam discover in

your own 1ife eand sxperience sources for compositions that

may be required of you in the ¥riting Leboretory and in
English 8.1 snd 6.8. Make your aneswers as detelled end

- gocurate sg you can, &nd use complets aaﬁt&aaas and full

paragraphs wherever possible.
1« Your neme, ags, and place @f‘b@ggh;;

2. FName and describs your homstowns. ik~i#'& larg@ ﬁitx,
a suburben commmunity, or a small tﬁﬁ

3+ What high school 4i4 you att&mﬁg
vears thers? Do you ean#i&ﬁr‘&%

4+ Bow 414 you do in ynvr-ﬁngiiiﬁ
Did you an&ay them? Or nete TN

5« Bave you writtam.wga ﬁﬁﬁﬁi&ﬁyﬁ¥
clagses or fﬁg-aﬂ%@ﬁ @ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ
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conglder the best peper you have written, and why?
Can you spell? Are you good, sverage, or terrible?
How sbout punctuastlion?

Or grammer? -{(Agreement of subject and verb, handling
of pronouns, use of adi&@ﬁivaz and aévsrbaaﬁ Can you
tell e asentence from a sentence fragment?)

¥hat do you think are your chiefl diffieulties in writ-
ing? :

Did your persnts spesk another language at home? Yers
you able to sdopt thie languege zo that vou can under-~
gtend it todey? What other lengueges have you studled,
end how mueh 4o you think you know of them?

Whet magezines and newspapers 4o you read consistently?

Whet 1s your fevodite newspapsr comie ﬁhrip? Do you
resad comic books often?

How often 4o you go to the movies. ﬁﬁmm at lssst three
of your fevorite filmas.

Do you llsten to the redlio? Or watsh televisiont For
gpproximetely how many hovrs in an avaruga day? ¥What
kind of program 4o you prefert?

¥hich two of the following sublects inﬁ&reﬁt you th&
most? Wnieh interest you the least?

Poetry Painting

Polities Avtomoblles

Bporte Jers Musie

Clagsslical ¥ualc Bovies

Fovels Bistory

Beligion Selence

Theater ‘ Ballet

Wnish "front-pege® story haVa‘yvu\baaa following nost
closely in recent lseues of the newspsper? Wny?

¥nich forelgn eountry (or olity) would you visit if you
hed the opportunity? SHtaete your reagons.
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18+ Feme & person you have met whom you have found excep-
tionally interesting, worthwhile, or out-of-the~ ‘
ordinary. Describe where and how you met him and why
you were so impressed. ‘
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I. DIRECTIONS FOR STUDENT ASSISTANTS IN THE
WRITING LABORATORY AT SAN DIEGO STATE COLLECE

l. In order to familierize yoursslf as soon as possible
with materlals, autﬁally enroll yourself in the writing
laboratory.

2+ Teke the diagnostlc test.

3. As soon as the student assistance appropriation is as-
sured, go to the business office for loyalty ocath, etc.
Bring your tally sheet for posting in the leboratory.

4+ Ploase keep conversation to & minimum in the labora-~
torys« When you need to talk to the instructor or to a
student, do so in a cloged office if possible.

5+ Be tactful, but permit no talking among the students.
Help maintein en atmosphere conducive to study.

6+ Take the initimtive in enrolling new students and in
interviewing students regulerly enrclled as well ssg
those who drop in with g specifisc problem. Bometimes.
it will take all hends to interview everybody during :
the period. However,; don't hesitate to r&fsr qmaatisma
to %he instruater; Don't be afraid to say, "I don't
know

7+ Keep material left in the bottom tray graded and plaaaé
in sppropriete foldersg.
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J. SAEPLE INTERVIEW RETWEENW
A WRITING-LABORATORY INSTRUCTOR AND 4 STUDENT

(This appendix 1s a transcription of a tepe recording of an
interview between Dr. Willilam D. Baker, Director of the
Writing Improvement Bervice, Michligan State Collegs, and
Barbara Gould; one of his students.)

This is William Baker, Director of the Writing Im-

- provement Service at Michigan State College« Golng on this
tape recording is an interview with Barbara Gould, who is a
freshman student et Michigen SBtetes+ BShe iz in her third
quarter. I asked her late in the intervliew how well she
hed done in her writing work, and she asid she had done C

work. Actually it was arcund C-minus or D work. ©GShe 41d a

peper for her instructor in the third qaartar and the in-
strustor rated it an F, whereupon she came in to see me to
see whet she could do about improving it. I didn't explain
to her thet I was going to tepe record what we were talking
abouts+ I meraly set her down and turned on the taps re-
corder and began to go to work. What followsg then is what
would ordinarily be a typleal interview with & student, no
speecisl preparation for it whatsoever.

Befors I begin thé interview, I would like to make
two additlonal comments to the long questionnsire which you
gsent+ First of ell, I have played arcund with thls tape.
recording business for quite a bit nows When you requested
a tepe rscording, we began to do some experimental work and
the more I have played with it the better I feel about it
because I find that students mre pretty interested in the

gimmick and they like to hear thelr volges eoming baek] snd
if vou cen have & talk with them for, say, ten or fifteen
minutes and then let them listen and see themselves or hear
how non-speclfic they are end hesr the guesgtlons that ere
asked them, they can begin to feel the kind of thing thet
is miseings They get a lot of good out of it, end I think
that through your questlonnasirs whieh asked for a tape re-
cording we plcked up s new device, & new ta&haiqua. which

I find is extremely effective,

The other thing I would like to add is that y&star»
day, Mey 7 /19527, the faculty of Michigan State College
passed 8 resolution stating that any member of the faculty
can refer %o the Writing Improvement Service a student
whoge writing he feels is daficient,; and the student will
then not be ellowed to graduate until hils work in the
writing improvement service shows that he has sufficlently
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progressed from this deflelency. This means gquitse & thlng
to us« For a long time now we have been trylng to operate
without any teeth whatsoever on an entirely voluntary
basis, and in many cages when students were referrsd they
felt that the teacher had a chip on her shouldsr or a
grudge agalinst them or something and didn't--and that they
were really writing all right. Xow they are required to
stay in the writing service until they do good work. This
means probably thet we will have close to five to eight
hundred people in writing service next year, which i1s a
conalderable incresse over our approximate three hundred
and sixty thls yesr. ’

Bow for the interview. DBarbara has Just beguﬁ to
read her paper entitled "An Evalﬁatian of a Panel Discus-
sion on Lowering the Erinking Ags .t

Barbaras We ell know the outcome of prohibition.
The effsct of alcohol beverages on the physiscal body was
given also. The comparison between forelgn countries and
the Unlted States, the pansl discussed the few foreign
countries in which alecholle beverages ere an everyday
babit snd with no effect on their body or life expectancys
Authoritlies say thet within the United States three per
cent beer ls hearmless and stronger beversges are bad on the
nsrvong S?ﬂt&ma One would think that before theéey could com
psre the forelgn countries and the United Btates you must
compare the alcohol content In the baveragess The guestion
was brought out as to whether three per cent beer should be
served to minors and then stronger beverages when they
reach the age of twenty-ones He wouldn't have to snesk out
to get it mo they (psuse) wouldn't have to snesk out to get
it; I think this 18 & good polint becsuss you would brin
the minoras inte homes and to other respectable placess The
morals of pesople that ere under the influence of alﬁehal
were touched lightly by the penel ‘dlseussion. This is one
of the main reasons why alecohol ig not sold to minﬁrs»
{Pause} That's alls

Bakar¢ Well, let's start at the baginniug and aaﬁ*
Trhe problem dlscussed was to whet sxtent ghonld m&n&rg ‘be
restricted in arinking alechols The mﬁmbars af ths: gamel
were as follows~--weren't you on ier. ,

Barbare. No, see this isfa‘r&part on another panel.

Baker. Oh, I see. That 1s s gﬁﬂﬁ ldees Now the
first sentence here says that the hiatmry of aleohol was
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given to the time of prohibitlon. Any specisl reason why
these have to be like that? : ‘

Barbara. Ko, I don't think so.
Baker. What do you mean by that was given?

Barbara. Well, they reviewed the history of pro-
hibition--what it had been before probibition. '

Baker. Well, yes, that's better. The word reviewed

here instead of given. The main thing is all the way
through to put there~-to get as specific detalls in ss pos~
sible to make it as eclear by using as speciflic detells as
poasible. And sctuelly you 4ldn't give anything. That is
a looss term you used in the report. In this cese they re-
-viewed the history of alcochol from 1919 to the present, and
you might explein then that 1910 was when prohibition, the
law, the Volstead Act, first came in. I think 1%t was the
Volstead Act: Anybody bring that inte the panel?

Barbsra. No, they didn't.

Beker. I think thet is what prohibition wes, the
Volstead Act. The panel brought out the faect that prohi-
bition 4idn't work. Is there any other way you could say
that? (Pause) Well, let's conneet 1t a little better to
the first sentence here where they reviewed 1t« What did
they discover in their review?

Barbara. That they tried to stop geagia from drink-
iﬂg gnd... ) ‘

Bgker. Who are "they%?
Berberas The panel.

Beker., Yo, not in that sentences Is it the govern~
ment?

Barbaras The government, yess
Beker. The government agentes

Barbara. And it didn't work end they were trying to
s8eeé if;ii :

Baker. What happsned? What do you mean "1t aldn't
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work™?
Barbara. The peopls drank anyweay.

Beker, How were they sble to de that? The govern-
ment prohibited it.

Barbara. You could say by the same way that the
minors 46 now, by sneaking eround. .

Baker, Well, all right. Let's get in some specifie
details, Bow in the history of alcohol~-or its repression,
reallyr-~it is not the history of alechel--it 1s repressing,
kesping people away from alecchol=--it didn't works They
found out thet prohibition didn't work during the ?alatgaﬁ
Act~-during the time of the Volatead Act, and this wés re-
pealesd in 1932--or 1933 it was repesled. Why is thet sig-
nificant to the question the panel was discussing. You
already told me. Just tell me again., I am trying to get
you to tell me again. ,

Barbara. Why'thaﬁldidn’t warkﬁ

Bgker. We know why the Aet dldn't wark¢ 5@ what?
@hy d4id the panel discuss the history of the Volstead Aat,
if you want to call 1t that?

. Barbares Just te compares 1t with the mineva to ahww
that people snuck around to get sleochol during prohibition
end that i{s the wey the minors do it now rag&rélaaa ef
whettwr it iz legal or not.

Baker. I think you seid regardless of whether it is
legal or nots We still need something to indiscats further
wh&thar it ig legsl or nots (Pause) Does thils next sen-
tence sdd anything towerd the whole parsgreph--to %ha whole
peper? Resd it out loud.

Barbara. It is s pretty good point because everyons
knows that minors drink end also people did drink during
prohibition so the effect applies just to make 1t legel.
(Pause) It doesn't add much. It is e littia bit confused.

Beker: Well, I am not sure that the effect of lew
does make 1t legal} it makes it illegal, ée&sn’t ite I gam
net sure what you meen by "the effect of law.” Thia here,

"soc the effect of 1&w is just to meke 1t legel.® What do
vou mean?




335
Barbara. Well, if they ﬁid raise or lower the
drinking ege to eighteen, well, eighteen-year-olds are not
going te be Arinking.

Baker. Who are "they"?

Barbara. The governments

Baker. State or country actually?

Barbara. It could be the state.

Bakers You mean if they did it...

Barbara:. Yes« That's the only effect because
eighteen*yaarvolda drink nowe I mean 1t would first mske
it legal. _

Baker. If they mede & law, 1s that what yaﬁ mean?
Barbara. Yag, 1f they made & law Shating'ﬁhgt...}

Baker. Well, the effect of & new lew willl now--
C. Ko Eow you've got 1t. 8o the effect of s new luw stat-
ing thet eightsen~yesr-olds can drink--you've got to have
that in there or I won't understand whet's going one I
think thst stating that--see what I mean by'baing gﬁacifia?

Barbarae Yes.

Bakers If eightsen~year-olds could drink waulé meke
1t--what do yau mean by "it"? Let's be spscific here.

" Barberas Mske drinking lsgel. The effect ¢f & new
law stating that eighteen-year-olds could drinkees ;

' Bgkers Would be~~it isn't in there, but you sh@ala
say "would be."

- Barbesra. Would be just to m&k& it 1&@&1 for &rink~
ing for eightesn-year-olda.

‘Baker. gas, would praﬁably mak&‘ﬁhgt is now prac~
ticed legals - e o

Barberas. TYess

Baker. That's gbout what you mean, ign't 1t?
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Barbera. Yes.

Baker. Would be to meke... (Pause) Now that nexi
sentence, read it.

Barbars. If they would make it legal for minors to
drink, then thet way would improve minors.

- Baker. HNow, can you say thaet iIn another way without
locking at 1t?

Barbara. The pansel 4idn't give any solution to the
protlem.

Bakers Whet problem?
Barbera. Of elghtesn~year-olds drinking.

Baker. Well, you heve Just been telking about one
solution through the laws '

Barberas Yes, the lew that wauld'gaka legal what 1sg
now in prectice. '

Baker. Well, d4id the penel give any indication of
how to meke things better than they are now.

Ear&ara. No.

Beker. Well, here's a question, tous Isn't it true
that 1f there were a law, then they wouldn't have to break
the lew to drinkj they couvld drink without breaking the law,
and isn't it an improvement if you don't have to break the
lew? Izn't that some Iimprovement? :

Barbaras+ Yoss

: . ‘Baker., 8¢ that there iz zome Ilmprovement. The
panel 4ian't say anything about how 1t might improve mat-
ters, but if they went about to meke the law, then it would
improve things, wouldn't £t? What I think you mean L{s that
you would still have some people golng out and getting
drunk, lew or no law, age or no age, it doesnft metter if
they ere eighteen or twenty-eight or thirty-elght. They
are golng to get drunk. That ls about what you mesan?

Earbara. Yess
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Boker. We 2ll krow the outcoms of prohibition--I
don't see how that sentence flts on there. U¥o, I think you
could leave that right out. Fine. (Paunss) The effect of
--yi1ll you read that? .

Barbara. The affeét of alechol beveragss--
Baker. Alcchollc.

_ Barbara. The effect of alcoholic beverages on the
physical body was also glvene

‘Bekers The effect that--

Barbare. The effect that alcoholle bevsrages have
on the physical body was given for forelgn countries and
the United Btates and then comparseds .

Bekere All bight. ¥ow in here we have this "given"
business the seme as we had befors. We used reviewsd be-
fore. We cen use that one egains (Peuse) Well, I do not
know quite what you mean--on the physleal body was glven
for foreign countries and the United Biates. What actuslly
414 they give? What figures 414 they glve?

_Bérbsrag Well, they just told that in gsome faraign
countrisa they drank every day and it didn't have any ef-
fect on thelr body. &nd then they told aboult the effect
thet in the United States of some alechollic beverages.

Baker. Did they say why?

Barbara. No. |

%akars Wag there any particular reason why? Aren't
bodies

Te same all over the worlde Is the arm of Itaelians

any different from the arm of an Americen?
Baﬁmm « Noa )
Beker. Well, why 1s it different?

Barbara. It must be the alechol econtent or the way
they make the beverage.

Baker. Yes, that could be 1t. That could be it.
¥hat do you think? Have you ever known anybody or have you
ever been overseas yourself, or known anyone who was?
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Barbara. My brother is overseas right now.
Bgker. Where is he?
Barbara. In Germany.

Baker. I am not sure about Germany. Was he in

. - Itely or France?

Barbsre. He wga in France.
Baker. Did he ever spesk azbout érihking water?

Barbara. No, because the wster over there 1z con-
demned .« :

Baker. W%What do they drink then at meals?
" Berbara. They drink wine.

" Beker. Well, what sbout little bables? Four or
five year old kids, what de they drink?

Barbara« Wine. They drink wine, too..

Baker. Well, 1f it iz conteminsted for the adults,
the water must be conteminated for children, too. They
must drink wihe, tooe. If you drink from the time you sare
four or five yesars old, what happens toc your dbody?

Berbars. It gets lmmune.

Baker. It gets immune. It gets used to it, yes.
And beslides that, the wine does not have the alcoholie
content that for the most part ours doess Well, you have
got to ssy thatj otherwise whet you have sald brings «
question to many readers' minds. Whet do you mean?

Barbara. They braugh£ up that the water over thers
wag cgn&emna§~sa that they had to drink wine.

| Bekers That is why in Indla the same ides is behind
the faect that India does not have malaris, that everybody
over there does not have malarias« The germs ars all over
the plsce over there, but they drink wster out of the
Ganges River, which is malaria infested, and so they get
immaone to 1t, See? ,
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Barbars. Yes.

Beker. And so the malsria germs are all around and
they get used to them. A4s & way of life 1t 1s not so nice
but-~ {(Pause) Discussed a few foreign countries where
gleohol drinking 1s an everydsy hablt with no effect on the
body or life expectansy. Autherities say thet in the Unlted
Ststes threes per cent beer is-~three point beer you have to
say 1t, meaning~--what dces that mean?

Barbare. Three per cent beer and the reast ls water?
Baeker. It msans three per cent alcochol.
Barbera. Yes.

Beker. You have to say that then. Three polnt beer
i1s harmless for whom? How much of i1t? If I drank a whole
gallon of it, would it be harmless?

Barbaraes It would have some effect.

Baker. You would have to qualify it then. To say,
moderete smounts of three polint beer 1s harmless and strong
beverages are bad for the nervous systems One would think
that before they--I asked you a couple of times who "they"
were--the authorities can compsre lorelgn countries with
the Unlited 8tates--these people up here, medicael authorities
are they? .

Barbaras. Yes.
T

Baker. Then you had better say medlcels BSes, all
the wey through we are being specific, and we sre qualify-
ing words by putting more words in to make it ¢learser. The
forelgn countries with the United States--there must be e
comperison of alcochol content in effect--probabl:
"alcoholic® all the wey throughs Then belfore all the
things are given now, the question was brought up es to
whether to serve thres polint beer to minors and then
stronger beversges when the age of twenty-one i1s reached.

- How else could you say thaet now? How would you say thet Iif
you were just telling me about the thing?

Barbaras If minors were allowed to drink?

Beker. Eighteen-year-cld minors, wouldn't you say?
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Barbara. Yes, if sighteen~-year-old minors were al-
lowed to drink point three beer end when they reachsd the
age of twenty-one... (Pause)

Baker. Well, you could stert off--the panel won-
dered if--pscause that 1s what they did, isnft it%

Barbara. Yes. '
Baker. Then what did they wonder? f
Berbara. If minors, eighteen-year-old minors, were
allowed to drink three point beer and stronger beversges
when they reached the age of twenty-one--
Beker., If this would be a solution tc the probvlem?
Barbars. Yes.

_ Bsker. Well, then you would have to say that to
make it cleer ggain. : , .

. Barbsre. The pansl wondered if a soluticn to the
problem would be that they allow the three point beser to
be served to minors with stronger beversages when they are
twenty-one so thet they-- » :

Baker. Let's see now, who &re "they"? The minors?
Barbare. Yes. |
Baker. Well, say it then.

Barbara, The minors wouldn't have to sneak to get
it '

. Baker. Thils 1s p-e-t: How do you pronounce that?
Glt or get?

Barbare. Get, isn't 1%? ‘ |
Baker. Oh, it 1s not too important a point. I no-
ticed 1n here when you first read this whole thing you said E
git instesd of get.

L 3 ;
Barbara. @it instead of getl [
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- Bekesr. I think this is a goocd polnt because maybe
it would bring the minors into homes or to soda fountains,
Well, they would be in bers, wouldn't they? They don't
gserve beer in gsods fountains.

Barbara . Well, that is what they brought up that if
it wes only three point beer they would probably serve 1t
in soda fountains. ‘

Baker. Ch. Well, that is & good fointe It would
bring the minors to homes or to soda bars or soda foun-
teins where three point beer would be served instesd of on

8 back road or in pleces like Joe's Joint or Dinty Moore's .

or the bars in town-~I would say, rather then "other places
that are not so good." Thet iz pretty vague. Kake it sps-
clfic even if you hevs to make up a name of s place. Then
the next one, the morals were touched lightly, lightly upon
it says heres« But you have got to say, the penel dis-
cuzseds The psnel then discussed the morsls of people un~
der the influence of alcobol, or the ceclasgs dlscussion
brought up the gquestion of the morals of people--

B&rbér&; I wes trylng to bring out thet the panel
didn't say anything ebout the morals of people, but in the
discussion afterwards--

Baker. Is this & criticism of the panel?

Barbara. Yes.

Baker. I would say then that the panel neglected to

make @ statemsnt sbout the effect of alethol on the morals
of psoples This point was brought out in class disecussion,
howevers I don't know 1f you would have to say this--snd
the class felt that the moral problem, the question of dam-
aging morals, or the faet that aleohol may damage the ‘
‘morals 1is s good resson for not gelling 1%t to minors. And
then all the way through, it is much more specifies When-
ever you use the word thie, that ls not a very specifie
word. Why use this and It and they sll the way through?

Bgrbara. That 1z what I do in ell my writing.
Baker« Why do yaﬁ do that? |
Barbers. I don't k§am. I ususlly just do it.

Baker. Has this point ever besn brought to your



attentlion before?

Barbaras Not until this ysar when I was doing some
artieles.

Baker. Now let's see the final paragraph. "On the
whole the Penel--this does not have to be capital--was very
interesting and brought out some excellent polnts. Each
member of the panel csme well prepsred and brought out ths
fects effectively.,® Well, sxcept for the fact that you !
used this "brought out® twice, 1t 1s not bad. You have to '
£ind another word for thaty Then if the theme as we have
gons over it was the -one that was handed in, I would say
that it would have covered the svbjiect pretty accuratsely.
Do you know what I would like te have you do? I would like
to have you rewrite that theme and bring 1t in a week from
today &t this time, to see how apecific you covld make 1it.
You could add anythlng you wanted to, or tske out some of
~the stuff, change some things we have seid. HMake of 1t
whatever vou went to do with 1it, but see how good a theme
you can dos Then proofread it reslly cerefully before you 2
bring it ine ' :

Barbera. Yes, that's what I needed to do hers.

Baker: Yes, you didn't cross t's and little things
like thats It is just a proofresding matter, It is not
gserious except that professors don't take kindly to that
kind of thing for the most part.

‘Barbara. A few of these words which I miss@ella&
are pretty pbed, too.

Bakers No, I don't think your spelling is too bad.
You spelied some of the tough words correctly, so it is
ecarelessness probably; and nothing specially work with sen-
tence structure-~it ig the specificness thet isn't eoc good.

Barbars. I know whet I want to say, but then I just
den't put 1t downe ' .

Baker. Yes. How long 414 you teke to write that?

Barbaras Let's see. ‘Wall; we tock notes on 1t in .
cless anﬁ‘tﬁen I wrote it that night.

Baker. Well, how long did you spend on 1t?
[ ]
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Barbara. Well, 1t took me about three hours to
make & rough copy.

Baker. Well, that 1s probably par for the course.
Host people--well, I don't know 1f they would spend that
much time on it. That 1s the first written assiprment that
you 4id for the course here, is 1t net?

Berbara. Yes.

Beker. How did you do in the first guarter in writ-
ing? ;

Barbara. Well, in my work I got mostly C.

Baker. Well, do you think it will be worthwhile to
revise this? :

Barbara., Yes, I think so.

Beker. Has it been helpful to go over 1¢°9

Barbara. I think thet 1f I got on to the idea of
how to make things spscific, that I mean whatever I writs,

I will improve. If I get on to thet, it will help me to
improve.

Beker. Okay, then, you bring i1t in next Thursdey.
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K. JURY OF EVALUATION

(The following persons were nominated by coopersting writ-
ing-leboratory instructors to evaluate the data gathered in
this study. Their evaluations are reviewsd In Chapter VIIL.)

Case, Kelth E«., PheD., Chalrmaen, Communications Division;
Chairman, Department of Beslec Communication; Associate
Professor of English; The Unilversity of Denver.

Frast,iVerncn.B., ¥. A., Director, School of Communica-
tions; Professor of English; The University of
Washington.

Hanawelt, L. L.; Ph.Ds, Chalrmen, Department of Engllsh;
Professor of English; Wayne University.

Harper, George K., Ph.D., Assisteant Supsrvisor of General
College English; Instruetor of English} The University
of North Carolina.

) Eickmk, Benéamin By M. A..,t Aasistant Professor of Englishj
Hichigan Btate College.

Ebasehclﬁer, Frank C., #. A., Cheirman of Rhetorie Com-
mittee} Asslstant Professor ¢f Ehetoric} Western
Hichigen Gallagaﬂ

Huber, C. K., Ph&D., Dean of Instruction; Professor of
Education} New Jersey State Teschers sallega at
Montclair

Leggett, Glenn H., Ph.D., Director, Freshman English;
Assoclste Professor of English; The University of
Washington.

Lyon, Judson 8., Ph«D., Assistant Profesesor of English;
Chalrman of ths College Committee on Student Englishj
Dartmouth College.

¥ills, Barriss, Ph.D., Professor and Head, English Depart-
ment,; Purdue Eniversity‘

¥oore, Robert H., Pn.D., Associate Profesamor of English
Composition, The Gesorge Washlington University.

Feml, Julle, M. A.; Assoclate Professor of English,
Florence State Teachers College.
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Oliver, Kenneth, Ph.D., Chairmen, Department of Engligh
and Literaturej Actling Director of Graduate Studles;
Professor of EnﬁTish, Occldental College.

Perrin, Porter G., Ph.D., Professor of English, The
University of Washington.

Roberts, Charles W., Ph.D., Professor of English; Execu-
tive Secretary, Department of English; The ﬂniv&rsity
of Illinols.

" Rodebauvgh, Delmer J., Ph.D., Agsistant Professor ef
; Eﬁglish, The Unlversity of Minnesota.

Taverner, Margaret, M. A., Assistent Dean of Students,
Stockton College.
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L. SAMPLE STUDENT-EVALUATION SHEETS

The University of Desnver
Writing Leboratory Evelustion gSheef

Instructions: Flece & check mark within the parentheses
eorresponding to the way the question appllies to you.

1. What was your attitude towerd the Writing Leboratory
when you entered? Enthusiszatic ( ) Greteful for the .
opportunity to receive sdditional help in writing ( )
Indifferent { ) Resentful { )

2, What ig your attitude toward the Writing Laboratory at
the end of the quarter? Enthusiasstic ( ) Grateful for the
opportunity to receive additional help in writing { )
Indifrerent { ) Resentful ( )

3. ¥hich method of Writing Lsboratory instructlion do you
feel is the most effective for you? Lectures { ) Indivi-
dual work essignmente { ) Cowbinetion lecture and exer-
oiges { ) Other o L

4, To what extent has the Writing Laboratory affected your
confidence in your writing ability? Inereased ( ) No

change ( ) Decreased ( )

5. Yo what extent do you feel that the Writing Laboretory
ingtruction has helped you in your other c¢lasses? HNuch { )
Some { } Little'( } Xone ( ) J

é; ginge aﬁ%&aﬁiﬁg the Writing Laberatory, whati comments
o your writing have you recelved Trom your glsss instrue~
tora? (Room 1is lafﬁ for a three-line statement,)

7. ldhet is your overall estimete of your Writing Labore~
tgryiengwfaﬁagv Very helpful { ) 8ome help ( ) Weaste
ol tine f ’ '

8. mﬁavggawiaﬁa do you heve for improving the Writing
Leboratory ssgsistence? (Please write & paregraph.)




San Diego Biete College
Writing Leboratory Eveluetion Sheet

sy 195 .

1l Do you fesl that the laboratory has been of help %o
you in your regular courss work?

2y gf 80; in what respects have you been helped the
mogt! _

3. Can you 11ist aspsots of your work which might have
been helped had we been aware of the probdlems and applied
- oursslves to them? ‘_

b, Cen you further speount for any feilurs on the part
- of the leboratory? | A ,

8y | What rm;a&aﬁa of ithe laberstory work do you like? |

zé; In what ways do you feel thet the laboratery, in its
' pPhyeicsl setup or in its procedure, eould be improved?

(4mple spage for ans

ering questicns i lefy.




