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  Extract
  
Lecture is, arguably, the oldest known instructional technique used in the university
setting. Since it was first employed in Plato's Academy, lecture has become an indispensable
part of teaching favored across the college and university curriculum. Recently, this
time-honored method of instruction has come under attack for its presumed inability to
foster higher order cognitive and attitudinal goals (Cashin 1985; Day 1980; Frederick
1999; Renner 1993). Critics of traditional lecture-based formats call for their replacement with
active learning approaches that provide students with an opportunity to meaningfully talk,
interact, write, read, and reflect on the content, ideas, and issues of an academic subject
(Meyers and Jones 1993, 6).



 


   
    
	
Type

	The Teacher


 	
Information

	PS: Political Science & Politics
  
,
Volume 41
  
,
Issue 3
  , July 2008  , pp. 603 - 607 
 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1049096508080815
 [Opens in a new window]
 
  


   	
Copyright

	
Copyright © The American Political Science Association
2008




 Access options
 Get access to the full version of this content by using one of the access options below. (Log in options will check for institutional or personal access. Content may require purchase if you do not have access.)  


    
 References
  
 

 Antepohl, W., and Herzig, S..
1999. “Problem-Based Learning versus Lecture-Based Learning in
a Course of Basic Pharmacology: A Controlled, Randomized Study.”
Medical Education
33: 106–13.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Bauer, G., and Wachowiak, D..
1977. “The Home-Court Advantage: A Debate Format for the
Teaching of Personality.” Teaching of Psychology
4 (4): 190–3.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Bloom, B. S.
1956. Taxonomy of Educational Objectives, Handbook I: The Cognitive
Domain. New York: David
McKay.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bonwell, C., and Eison, J..
1991. Active Learning: Creating Excitement in the Classroom.
AEHE-ERIC Higher Education Report No.1. Washington, DC.:
Jossey-Bass.Google Scholar


 
 

 Brembeck, W. L.
1949. “The Effects of a Course in Argumentation on Critical
Thinking Ability.” Speech Monographs
16: 177–89.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Budesheim, T. L., and Lundquist, A. R..
1999. “Consider the Opposite: Opening Minds Through In-Class
Debates on Course-Related Controversies.” Teaching of
Psychology
26 (2): 106–10.Google Scholar


 
 

 Cashin, W. E.
1985. Improving Lectures.
Manhattan: Kansas State
University.Google Scholar


 
 

 Combs, H. W., and Bourne, S. G..
1994. “The Renaissance of Educational Debate: Results of a
Five-Year Study of the Use of Debate in Business Education.”
Journal on Excellence in College Teaching
5: 57–67.Google Scholar


 
 

 Day, R. S.
1980. “Teaching from Notes: Some Cognitive Consequences.” In Learning,
Cognition, and College Teaching: New Directions for Teaching and Learning, ed.
McKeachie, W.
J.. San Francisco:
Jossey-Bass.Google Scholar


 
 

 Frederick, P. J.
1999. “The Lively Lecture: Eight Variations.” In Fieldguide for
Teaching in a New Century, eds. Pescosolido, B. A. and Aminzade, R..
Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge
Press, 62–71.Google Scholar


 
 

 Green, C. S. III, and
Dorn, D. S..
1999. “The Changing Classroom: The Meaning of Shifts in Higher Education for
Teaching and Learning.” In The Social Worlds of Higher Education: Handbook for
Teaching in a New Century, eds. Pescosolido, B. A. and Aminzade, R..
Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge
Press, 59–83.Google Scholar


 
 

 Green, C. S. III, and
Klug, H. G..
1990. “Teaching Critical Thinking and Writing through Debates:
An Experimental Evaluation.” Teaching Sociology
18 (4): 462–71.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hill, Bill. 1993.
“The Value of Competitive Debate as a Vehicle for Promoting Development of
Critical Thinking Ability.” CEDA Yearbook
14: 1–22.Google Scholar


 
 

 Krathwohl, D. R., Bloom, B. S., and
Bertram, B.
M.. 1973. Taxonomy of Educational Objectives, the
Classification of Educational Goals. Handbook II: Affective Domain.
New York: David
McKay.Google Scholar


 
 

 McGlone, E. L.
1974. The Behavioral Effects of Forensics
Participation. Journal of the American Forensic
Association
10 (3): 140–6.Google Scholar


 
 

 McKeachie, W. J.
1969. Teaching Tips: A Guidebook for the Beginning Teacher,
6th edition. Lexington, MA:
D.C. Health.Google Scholar


 
 

 Meyers, C., and Jones, T. B..
1993. Promoting Active Learning. Strategies for the College
Classroom. San Francisco:
Jossey-Bass.Google Scholar


 
 

 Nandi, P. L., Chan, J. N. F.,
Chan, C. P.
K., Chan, P., and Chan, L. P. K..
2000. “Undergraduate Medical Education: Comparison of
Problem-Based Learning and Conventional Teaching.” HKMJ
6 (3): 301–6.Google ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Paul, R.
1999. “Critical Thinking, Moral Integrity, and Citizenship: Teaching for the
Intellectual Virtues.” In The Social Worlds of Higher Education: Handbook for
Teaching in a New Century, eds. Pescosolido, B. A. and Aminzade, R..
Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge
Press, 128–36.Google Scholar


 
 

 Puchot, R.
2002. “Empowering Student Governance and Promoting Activism
through Forensics.” Speaker Points from Phi Rho
9 (2). Available at: http://www.phirhopi.org/prp/spkrpts9.2/craft2002/puchot.html.
Accessed November 25, 2005.Google Scholar


 
 

 Renner, P.
1993. The Art of Teaching Adults. Vancouver,
BC: Training Associates.Google Scholar


 
 

 Ruyle, K.
1995. “Group Training Methods.” In The ASTD Technical and Skills
Training Handbook, ed. Kelly, L.
McGraw-Hill, L. New
York:.Google Scholar


 
 

 Scannapieco, F. A.
1997. “Formal Debate: an Active Learning
Strategy.” Journal of Dentist Education
61: 955–61.Google Scholar




 

           



 
  	57
	Cited by


 

   




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


 [image: alt]   


 













Cited by





	


[image: Crossref logo]
57




	


[image: Google Scholar logo]















Crossref Citations




[image: Crossref logo]





This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Mulcare, Daniel
and
Ruget, Vanessa
2010.
Team-Based Learning: A Faculty Learning Community at Salem State College.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Champney, Leonard
and
Edleman, Paul
2010.
Assessing Student Learning Outcomes in United States Government Courses.
PS: Political Science & Politics,
Vol. 43,
Issue. 01,
p.
127.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






2012.
Gazette.
PS: Political Science & Politics,
Vol. 45,
Issue. 1,
p.
189.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Gorton, William
and
Havercroft, Jonathan
2012.
Using Historical Simulations to Teach Political Theory.
Journal of Political Science Education,
Vol. 8,
Issue. 1,
p.
50.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Doody, O.
and
Condon, M.
2012.
Increasing student involvement and learning through using debate as an assessment.
Nurse Education in Practice,
Vol. 12,
Issue. 4,
p.
232.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Rothgeb, John M.
2013.
The Efficacy of Learning Teams: A Comparative Analysis.
Journal of Political Science Education,
Vol. 9,
Issue. 3,
p.
336.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bromley, Pam
2013.
Active Learning Strategies for Diverse Learning Styles: Simulations Are Only One Method.
PS: Political Science & Politics,
Vol. 46,
Issue. 04,
p.
818.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Hanna, Lezley-Anne
Barry, Johanne
Donnelly, Ryan
Hughes, Fiona
Jones, David
Laverty, Garry
Parsons, Carole
and
Ryan, Cristin
2014.
Using Debate to Teach Pharmacy Students About Ethical Issues.
American Journal of Pharmaceutical Education,
Vol. 78,
Issue. 3,
p.
57.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Junisbai, Barbara
2014.
The Promise and Potential Pitfalls of a “Learning-Centered” Approach to Creative Social Inquiry: Lessons Learned from an Undergraduate Seminar on Authoritarianism through Literature and Film.
Journal of Political Science Education,
Vol. 10,
Issue. 3,
p.
331.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Pettenger, Mary
West, Douglas
and
Young, Niki
2014.
Assessing the Impact of Role Play Simulations on Learning in Canadian and US Classrooms.
International Studies Perspectives,
Vol. 15,
Issue. 4,
p.
491.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ahamer, Gilbert
2014.
Handbook of Research on Transnational Higher Education.
p.
259.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Levy, Dena
and
Orr, Susan
2014.
Balancing the Books: Analyzing the Impact of a Federal Budget Deliberative Simulation on Student Learning and Opinion.
Journal of Political Science Education,
Vol. 10,
Issue. 1,
p.
62.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bell, Amelia
and
Bray, Lucy
2014.
The knowledge and attitudes of student nurses towards patients with sexually transmitted infections: Exploring changes to the curriculum.
Nurse Education in Practice,
Vol. 14,
Issue. 5,
p.
512.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Baideme, Matthew P.
Robbins, Cristian A.
and
Starke, Jeffrey A.
2014.
A model to build, assess, and reflect on students' Metacognition through the classroom debate of controversial environmental issues.
p.
1.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Majidi, Abid El
Graaff, Rick De
and
Janssen, Daniel
2015.
Invest in What Energizes Students to Learn: Investigating Students’ Attitude towards Debate in the Foreign Language Classroom.
Journal of Language Teaching and Research,
Vol. 6,
Issue. 5,
p.
924.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ahamer, Gilbert
2015.
Curriculum Design and Classroom Management.
p.
1271.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Harris, Clodagh
and
Quinn, Brid
2015.
Teaching, Assessment and Professional Development: Praxis in Ireland's Political Science Community.
Irish Political Studies,
Vol. 30,
Issue. 2,
p.
255.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Sawyer, Don C.
2015.
Step Your Game Up.
Humanity & Society,
Vol. 39,
Issue. 2,
p.
224.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ahamer, Gilbert
2016.
Handbook of Research on Quality Assurance and Value Management in Higher Education.
p.
160.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Sarmiento-Mirwaldt, Katja
2016.
‘Routledge (58) Argues …’: A Quasi-Experimental Evaluation of Different Formats to Teach Students How to Reference.
Politics,
Vol. 36,
Issue. 2,
p.
210.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar





Download full list
















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference



[image: US]
Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe









Join us online

	









	









	









	









	


























	

Legal Information










	


[image: Cambridge University Press]






	Rights & Permissions
	Copyright
	Privacy Notice
	Terms of use
	Cookies Policy
	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top













	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top












































Cancel

Confirm





×





















Save article to Kindle






To save this article to your Kindle, first ensure coreplatform@cambridge.org is added to your Approved Personal Document E-mail List under your Personal Document Settings on the Manage Your Content and Devices page of your Amazon account. Then enter the ‘name’ part of your Kindle email address below.
Find out more about saving to your Kindle.



Note you can select to save to either the @free.kindle.com or @kindle.com variations. ‘@free.kindle.com’ emails are free but can only be saved to your device when it is connected to wi-fi. ‘@kindle.com’ emails can be delivered even when you are not connected to wi-fi, but note that service fees apply.



Find out more about the Kindle Personal Document Service.








Teaching with Lecture or Debate? Testing the Effectiveness of Traditional
versus Active Learning Methods of Instruction








	Volume 41, Issue 3
	
Mariya Y. Omelicheva (a1) and Olga Avdeyeva (a2)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1049096508080815





 








Your Kindle email address




Please provide your Kindle email.



@free.kindle.com
@kindle.com (service fees apply)









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Dropbox







To save this article to your Dropbox account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Dropbox account.
Find out more about saving content to Dropbox.

 





Teaching with Lecture or Debate? Testing the Effectiveness of Traditional
versus Active Learning Methods of Instruction








	Volume 41, Issue 3
	
Mariya Y. Omelicheva (a1) and Olga Avdeyeva (a2)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1049096508080815





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Google Drive







To save this article to your Google Drive account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Google Drive account.
Find out more about saving content to Google Drive.

 





Teaching with Lecture or Debate? Testing the Effectiveness of Traditional
versus Active Learning Methods of Instruction








	Volume 41, Issue 3
	
Mariya Y. Omelicheva (a1) and Olga Avdeyeva (a2)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1049096508080815





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×



×



Reply to:

Submit a response













Title *

Please enter a title for your response.







Contents *


Contents help










Close Contents help









 



- No HTML tags allowed
- Web page URLs will display as text only
- Lines and paragraphs break automatically
- Attachments, images or tables are not permitted




Please enter your response.









Your details









First name *

Please enter your first name.




Last name *

Please enter your last name.




Email *


Email help










Close Email help









 



Your email address will be used in order to notify you when your comment has been reviewed by the moderator and in case the author(s) of the article or the moderator need to contact you directly.




Please enter a valid email address.






Occupation

Please enter your occupation.




Affiliation

Please enter any affiliation.















You have entered the maximum number of contributors






Conflicting interests








Do you have any conflicting interests? *

Conflicting interests help











Close Conflicting interests help









 



Please list any fees and grants from, employment by, consultancy for, shared ownership in or any close relationship with, at any time over the preceding 36 months, any organisation whose interests may be affected by the publication of the response. Please also list any non-financial associations or interests (personal, professional, political, institutional, religious or other) that a reasonable reader would want to know about in relation to the submitted work. This pertains to all the authors of the piece, their spouses or partners.





 Yes


 No




More information *

Please enter details of the conflict of interest or select 'No'.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree to our Terms of use. *


Please accept terms of use.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree that your name, comment and conflicts of interest (if accepted) will be visible on the website and your comment may be printed in the journal at the Editor’s discretion. *


Please confirm you agree that your details will be displayed.


















