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Appearance:
	For my speech I decided to wear a solid black shirt and black pants.  This provided a bit of variation from the normal white shirt and plaid tie.  I decided to wear a multi-colored tie because it represents my personality and connection with the LGBT community.  This business professional attire helped my audience to stay focused on my topic as I didn’t bring unneeded attention to myself.  I realize, however, that by wearing such a flashy tie, I might have provided a distraction to my audience, which may have caused them to lose interest in my speech.  My hair was neat and combed forward.  My posture was erect and my shoulders were back.  This stance, in my opinion, provided that I looked more confident in myself, which added to my credibility.  

Organizational Pattern:
	I decided to use a quote by Dr. Seuss because many people can relate to him and enjoy his works.  In this captivating introduction, I offered that people should “…say what [they] feel…” because those who are intolerant to other’s beliefs don’t matter, and those who truly do matter, will not mind that others voice their opinions.  I gave my audience a preview of the three main topics which I would later discuss: 1.) Hospital visitation rights; 2.) Employee medical insurance; and 3.) Tax incentives for marriage.  Offering this preview allowed my audience to know what to expect and to prepare themselves to hear what I had to say.  My transitions were marked with my repeated line, “Is this equal?”  This helped to keep the audience thinking about their own personal beliefs toward my topic.  My conclusion was effective in tying together the three main aspects of my speech and allowed the audience one more chance to mentally record that which I had said during my speech.  Although I did use a few “umms” and “uhhs” here and there, I feel as though my flow was very fluid and effective.   I used one word incorrectly, “intrinsic.”  I used it to say that heterosexual couples have the “intrinsic” right to visit their sick spouses in the hospital, which, of course, isn’t true.  Because I used this word incorrectly I might have lost credibility and have caused my audience to lose focus.  

Vocal Qualities:
	My vocal pitch was widely varied, as was my word choice.  When I wanted to emphasize a point, I slowed down a bit before making the statement, and either whispered it, or stressed each word, as in, “Is This Equal?”  I provided pauses between my three main ideas to help audience remember where I was in my speech.  Each pause was the appropriate length for my speech (about two seconds), and allowed my audience to digest what I had just said.  After having watched a recording of my speech several times, I have realized that I use many more filler words, such as “um” and “uh.”  This, in my opinion, could very easily have been seen as a reflection of how littlie I might have practiced, and could subsequently have lost me some credibility.  My voice was loud during my speech, and was filled with many sentiments of strong emotion.  I projected my voice well so that I could have been heard from the back of the room.  

Delivery:
	After seeing the video recording of my speech, I realize that I held my note cards with both hands frequently.  This might have been a sign of insecurity and a lack of confidence.  I did use my hands to gesture and “pound the [air] pulpit” if you will, when I stated that married heterosexual couples had the “intrinsic right…”  I believe that this gesture, among others, allowed my audience to see my feelings, rather than just hear about them.  I walked back and forth in front of the class during my speech.  I notice now that this caused the eyes of the people in my audience to follow me as I was speaking.  I looked around the room directly above the heads of the members of my audience, so that when I got “loud,” no one person would feel singled-out.  I believe that this delivery was effective, but I might have provided a more personal touch for my audience were I to have looked them straight in the eyes.  

Visual Aid:
	My visual aid was Clear, Big, and Simple.  I provided a boarder, which I explained to be the HRC’s symbol for equality.  This boarder helped to corral my title and three main points together.  I used sans-serif typeface for my lettering, and avoided excess wording by omitting “There’s no room for INTOLERANCE,” which had been on my rough-draft version of my poster.  I decided to keep it up only during the body of my speech where I used it as an outline for the main topics that I discussed.   This was productive, but I think my audience may have been more interested in my poster had it been more colorful.  

Audience Connection:
	Pathos:  I captured my audience’s feelings by inspiring them with my initial quote by Dr. Seuss, which suggested to be one’s self and to say what one feels.  My repeated line, “Is this equal” helped to have my audience connect with their personal feelings and what they thought about my topic.  
Ethos:  I included my current office as president of Coloring Outside the Lines (C.O.L.) to provide credibility for myself—to help the audience realize that I knew what I was talking about.  
Logos:  Finally, I used the logos rhetorical appeal by stating that heterosexual couples receive over 1,100 federal benefits when they marry, and stated that these rights were denied members of the LGBT community because they are not allowed to marry.  I listed a few of these federal rights.  I believe that using facts like this, among others, really helped the audience see how unequal marriage rights are here in the United States.  

Strengths:
	Through my very powerful language and emphasis I stressed on my repeated line, I appeared strongly-opinionated about my topic.  I compounded upon this strength by adding pauses and emphasizing some parts by whispering, and others by raising my voice.  After having seen the recording of my speech multiple times, I notice that there were a lot of powerful words in my speech which really helped the audience realize how strongly I feel about my topic and how serious I am about it.   I concede, however, that by using this powerful voice, I may have turned off the attention of my audience and may even have caused them to feel personally attacked.  This could have hurt my credibility and might have lost my audience’s interest in my topic.   

Areas to Improve:
	I certainly realize that I did not do perfectly on my informative speech.  I included many filler words.  I looked at my note cards frequently and didn’t have a perfect flow with my words.  I could definitely improve with my speaking style by practicing a lot more than I did.  I could also make sure that I know which specific words I will be using and what they mean, so as to avoid making myself look like a fool for using them incorrectly.  Overall, I feel as though I did a good job, however, I do realize that I could have included the audience better had I helped to connect with their emotions and personal beliefs much more.  
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