ORAL PARTICIPATION
Introduction
Insisting upon oral participation in class is an important tool contributing toward the development of oral fluency, but it is particularly important in the first year to year and a half of study at LCS when the mode of instruction is almost exclusively oral in nature.  Evaluating a student’s oral participation must be made by an objective measurement – a fact which has given rise to your instructor’s very deliberate approach to “calling upon” students, as well as to a rather elaborate spreadsheet tabulating your grade in this area.  The teacher leaves no room whatsoever for subjective considerations when it comes to evaluating your oral participation.

Two types of oral participation activities

There are two types of oral participation activities with each type having its own requirement in order to receive credit.  The first type concerns oral responses to grammatical drills already practiced in class with the instructor or independently on the computer.  With such oral responses, because of the prior opportunity for practice, only completely correct answers receive credit.  The other type of oral participation activity regards spontaneous responses in the course of open-ended class discussions in which there is generally no single correct answer.  In that case, any comment is accepted, even grammatically or factually incorrect ones, if the response is pertinent to the topic at hand and represents a genuine attempt to participate in a meaningful manner.
The recording of oral participation

To free up the instructor’s hands (important elements in the conveying of meaning), and to allow him to maintain eye contact with his students, your instructor delegates two tasks to students each day.  He selects a student to operate his classroom computer, whose screen is being projected on the board in the front of the classroom via the video-projector, and another student to record oral participation on the daily class list grid.  These tasks rotate each day with the students being selected on the basis of the day’s date (e.g., January 23 = the 23rd student in the class list operates the computer and the 24th records oral participation).
The method of “calling on” students in class

The selection of students who will speak also occurs in a deliberate and objective manner, as the teacher proceeds in a regular, invariable pattern around the room in calling upon students to volunteer responses.  At the outset of an oral class activity, when the teacher has posed the first question, he looks first to the student operating the computer to see if he or she would like to respond.  From there, and with each succeeding question, he moves in a regular pattern through the class grid.  With each new question, he begins with the person to the left of the last student to have responded.
The student’s responsibility

In order to be selected to speak, a student must volunteer to do so by raising his or her hand.  As an aside, the student should do so in a clear, easily recognizable manner as some, with an almost imperceptible flicker of their fingers, with hands in their laps, may find themselves accidentally passed over.  If that ever happens, the student must immediately communicate that to the instructor by a wave of the hands.

Evaluating oral participation

Every two or three days, daily oral participation totals are entered into a rather complex Excel spreadsheet, such as the one shown at the top of the back of this sheet.  The score (found in column “M” of the spreadsheet) is then recorded in the online Skyward reporting system.
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Explanation of the spreadsheet above

Column “A” contains data about the specific class (period, type, number of students, avg comments expected per student on the basis of 60 remarks equals an entire class period’s discussion, and total class periods devoted exclusively to class discussion).  Column “B” contains the students’ names.  Column “C” keeps track of the times students request to be excused from class, however this total has no bearing on one’s oral participation score.  Column “D” refers to negative student behaviors, such as interrupting the instructor, which are then deducted from the students’ total positive oral participation.  Column “E”, rarely used, corresponds to the unauthorized use of English in the class which, like negative participation, is deducted from a student’s positive oral participation.  Column “F” shows how many points are being deducted from the student’s oral participation for negative behaviors.  Column “G” contains the equivalence of how many total classes (with 60 remarks equaling an entire class period) were devoted to class discussion during the marking period.  Column “H” takes into consideration a students’ cumulative absences during times of class discussion so that absences will not harm his or her score.  Column “I”, calculated automatically from the cumulative of Columns “N” through “X”, contains the total number of oral participation remarks recorded for the student received during the marking period.  Columns “J” through “L” contain formulae that transform the raw data from all the other columns into the score found in Column “M”.  Columns “N” through “X” are where the instructor records the students’ daily participation points.  (Note the dates found at the top of the columns.)  The black bar toward the bottom right of the sheet is where the instructor records his or her own “points”, corresponding to the times the teacher had to respond instead of the students, yet when the instructor judged that they should have been able to respond.  These points credited to the instructor contribute to the overall total of equivalent class periods of discussion.  Finally, the numbers at the bottom right, under the black bar, indicate what fraction of the entire class period was actually devoted to class discussion.
Weighing the value of oral participation

Through the first three semesters of high school world language study at LCS, oral participation counts for 50% of the marking period grade with the other 50% being attributed to tests, most all of which are oral in nature.  Starting with the fourth semester of language study, the oral participation component drops to 33% of the overall grade since the course becomes increasingly oriented toward the written language.  Oral and written tests correspond to 67% of the total grade during that fourth semester.

Disputing an oral participation grade

If a student feels that he or she is being passed over in the daily class discussions, or that his or her score is not being properly recorded or even that a typographical error has led to an incorrect score, that student must come to the instructor immediately upon that suspicion in the midst of the current marking and not at its conclusion.  Whereas typographical errors can occur, the student should be aware that a copy of the spreadsheet is saved and dated each time the totals are updated, thus allowing the instructor to go back and verify the possibility that such an error has been inadvertently made.  
