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Content of the Lesson: 

 The day’s class period focused on Wilfred Owen’s poem “Dulce et Decorum Est” and Tim 

O’Brien’s short story “How to Tell a True War Story,” the literary device of irony, and the literary theory 

of New Historicism.  

 

Organization: 

 Professor Martin prepared extensively for this guest lecture, beginning with a three-page outline 

of his lesson plan. I encouraged him to reduce the outline to no more than one page, and I believe this 

effort gave him a stronger sense of focus while planning a lesson.  During class, Professor Martin stuck to 

his plan but was also able to divert from it whenever the discussion necessitated it.  

 

Command of Subject Matter: 

 Even though I have taught the Owen and O’Brien texts in the past, I invited Professor Martin to 

serve as a guest lecturer, knowing he would be a much stronger authority on war literature than I am. My 

assumption was accurate. Professor Martin not only covered the texts with individual attention but also 

synthesized them in a way that I had not previously considered.   

 

Instructional Methods: 

  Professor Martin’s major point of the lesson came in the form of a thought-provoking question: 

What is there to gain from discussing something that has never and will never teach men anything? Using 

a hard copy of his lesson plan, Professor Martin blended lecture and discussion throughout the period. He 

brought with him Paul Fussell’s The Great War to serve as supplemental media and to provide discussion 

prompts. One of Professor Martin’s students, a more recent veteran and an active duty service member, 

accompanied him and provided his insights on relevant subjects. The students showed clear admiration 

and respect for their perspectives.  

 

Professional Relationships with Students: 

  At this point in the semester, the students and I have developed a comfortable classroom 

environment, and even though Professor Martin was a stranger to them, they received him hospitably. 

Right away, they responded in an especially positive way to his informal poll of the class, asking how 

many in the room had relatives or friends currently in the military. When he showed his surprise and 

relief, Professor Martin effectively “reached” the students.   

 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS/ OVERALL ASSESSMENT: 

 Professor Martin’s strength is his absorptive knowledge of the subject matter as well as 

his general enthusiasm for literature and learning. I noticed a few areas of improvement for him 

to try in his future classes: 

 Perhaps because I am the kind of teacher who circulates around the room during a class 

period, the students seem much more receptive when I am not stationary. Indeed, the 

computer cart gave Professor Martin a place for his materials, but he might experiment 

with moving away from this structure that implicitly conveys a separation from the 

students.  



 Professor Martin could enhance the level of critical thinking during the discussion by 

asking follow-up questions to students’ answers. I noticed that he would respond to 

participating students with “Uh huh,” or “Right,” but he might practice active listening 

skills by using part of a student’s comment to ask another question. I suggest looking at 

Richard Paul and Linda Elder’s materials on Socratic questioning at their website 

<www.criticalthinking.org>.  

 Some issues were the understandable result of unfamiliarity with this group of students. I 

know this class is typically quite responsive in class discussions, but a couple of them 

will attempt to answer every question—often with unrelated anecdotes, effectively 

blocking the other students from sharing their ideas. This phenomenon occurred during 

Professor Martin’s guest lecture, but he may not have been aware of it. If this 

phenomenon occurs in his future classes, I suggest that he mix his question strategy by 

sometimes asking the question for open response and sometimes ending the question with 

the name of a specific student to answer. This strategy will encourage more students to 

pay attention so that they won’t be embarrassed when they must ask for a repeated 

question.  

 Another issue likely related to unfamiliarity with the class was Professor Martin’s rather 

natural tendency of a new instructor to answer his own questions if a student didn’t 

respond quickly (within 2-3 seconds). To solve this dilemma, he might pause longer than 

usual for an answer; ten seconds may sound extreme, but if students know the professor 

will wait that long, they will more readily offer an answer. Another resolution is to 

rephrase the question after it goes unanswered after five to seven seconds.  

 

Overall, I believe Professor Martin is an articulate, passionate presence in the classroom, and 

with a class of his own he will thrive and the students will surely learn a great deal from his 

knowledge and experience. War literature is his specialty, and he offers an experiential 

perspective on this subject; however, I believe he will be equally credible with any other literary 

subject matter.  

 


