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I think this speech was very successful and that can be seen in the effectiveness of the organization, content, and delivery.  The organization of the speech was: question, thesis, first point, second point, third point, summary, conclusion.  My purpose of this organization was: to get the audience’s attention and hold their attention for the rest of the speech, to clearly preview the 3 points I was going to make and the relevance to the topic, to clearly identify the group I was going to analyze, to focus only on the three points I previewed, to summarize all of the points to reinforce my thesis, and to close the speech clearly with a conclusion.  From what I could read of the audience, I could tell that the organization was very successful; it seems that the audience never got lost and they followed each point and were compelled to listen.  I think that the thesis, three arguments and overall organizational pattern were very evident to the audience because I made each one stand out to keep the audience on track.


A main goal going into the speech was to identify clearly to the audience the group whose claims I was analyzing.  I had seen far to many speeches where I was left questioning after the thesis exactly who they were talking about and I was trying to not let that happen to mine.  I feel confident that my group was clearly identified and that I met one of the main goals I had.  To stay true to the purpose of the speech, I choose only claims that were shared by many groups and individuals within the group – this allowed my speech to fairly represent the group I was focusing on, the supporters of human cloning.  I think that my analysis of their claims and arguments was good; I picked three main claims, explained each one thoroughly and allowed my audience to decide the merits of each.  


During this speech, I felt more comfortable than I had in any of the previous ones.  This is nothing new to me, I know that as soon as I build enough confidence and trust in an audience that I will also have confidence in myself – and I think it showed through my comfortableness delivering the speech.  I felt I was very conversational, and during the speech I edited the content slightly depending on what I saw my audience interested in and what I saw boring them.  Since I knew my topic fairly well, I thought my eye contact was natural and I did a lot of it.  I like to use analogies and examples and make it clear to my audience, especially in areas where they may get really confused, what I am talking about.  I thought I did this well and I used analogies twice during my speech – once talking about identical twins, and the second talking about the process of cloning.  I think it was because of my topic and the clear way I presented my material that kept the audience interested and attentive.


In reflection, I think this speech went very well and was a success.  I completed each goal that I had set out for myself and I felt the audience truly appreciated the speech.  I felt that their appreciativeness and interest I generated was shown through the number of questions the audience had for me; although I did not get enough time to answer them all, they were all very good and I felt comfortable enough with the material that I answered them well.  I think that for the next two speeches I need to reduce the number of “um’s” that I make and move around a little bit more (but that only comes from being more comfortable).  I think good argumentation comes from a familiarity with the topic, a passion about the topic, and a clear and logical presentation of the claims and arguments.  I will use this understanding in my next two speeches by focusing a little more on organization and use of analogies and humor to help my audience be interested in, and understand, the topic even more.

