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THESIS




The purvose of tiiis study wns to deternine the i tre of s»eech
thercpy recuire-ents torouchout tie United States, svwecifically, (1) to
provide o recdily aveiludle sunsary of wresent certificution reguiretents
for speech therupists in tihe United States; '2) to clarifly tihe transfer-
ability stztus of the various state certific:tes; [3) to noint out
adv:nces mcde in recent years in establishmeont of certification require-
ments in the various stotes.

Tiiis was a survey type study. The questionncire was comnosed
of three muin rreas: (1) cenernl inform:tion of tiie st.te's putlie
school speech correction program; (2) general :nd ecademic recuirevents
for certification; {3) transferability of certification.

The cuestiomnaire with en accompanying letter of explenation
wxs sent to the superintendent of public instruction in euch of the
forty-eizht states and the District of Coluwusia. The resalts of tlhe
questionnaire were as follows: <thirty-six completed cuestionn. ires;

/
tiiirteen prrtial renlies. The total of fortytnine renliocs comnrised

100% return.

tarouch the investig:tion of iour orevious studiecs on certificuation
reguirevents.
The me jor findinps of this ~tudy were:
1. Tairty-one strtes znd btire District of Jolurbin hod
esta lished, «nd put into effect in 155, apecific
requirene:ts for the cert’ficcotion of tie punlie

sc.i00]l speech tiere 'inte.

2. The certificution standurds of tie virious stites were
based on the four-yerr college w»rocrum with the



tachelor's degreet in nearly .11 cases. In cddition the
therapist wes usually re~uired to hold = te:ching certi-
ficute.

kost of the states renl. ins indiceted no reciprocul
nrree onts in effect in regird to trunsferacility of
certification. Their procedure, in the mzin, w.s to
evelu te erch : policent individuzlly, in the light of
thaelr own requirements.

In 1955, tuenty-five states reported heving (1l three
provis:ons, lesisl:tion, reimburse.ent and certific:ution,
pertaining to smeech correction in effect.

States specifying definite stendards for sneecin ti:erapists
increased ste:zdily during the period from 1940 to 1¢55.
There wes e particulirly noticeable increase between 1552
end 1555, wherein ten states were 2dded to the list os
awving such standurds or expecting approvual of proposed
standards before tie clogse of 1::35.

It wes concluded that:

1.

There was a vuri:tion of requirerents between stutes, as
well as veried interpretetion of course content required.

There is no transferability, as such, between stotes in
reg:rd to certification of s»eech therasicts.

Tnere wos a steadily increzsing nuaber of states encuged
in estaulishing legislcution ~nd certificetion pertaining
to speech correction vetween 1U4€ and 1555.
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TI'PRONJCTION
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ne Problen

|

Tne purpoge of tais study wus to deter.ine the nature of speech
theropy recuirements throurhout tie United States, swecifically, (1) to

provide a readily available summary of vresent certificction require-

ments for speech theravist in the United St-tes; (2) to clarify the

transferability status of the verious state certificates; {3) to noint

out advances mcde in recent years in establishment of certification

requirements in the various states.

Importance of the Study

In recent years there heve been sever:1l studies done on certifi-
cation stund:.rds for épeech therapists, one appearin; every two or three
years. This m.y be due to the rapid growth of oublic school speech
correction procrams in the United Stztes which hzs orovided a continually
chunging picture of the status and stnindards of such progr-ms. For
instance, in 1945, Ohio listed seven certified therapists emvloyed in

the state, and in 1950 listed almost one-hundred-! Two of tic most

lRutn B. Irwin, Speecn And He.ring Tunerapy (Hew York: Prentice-
Hall, 195%), ». 7.



recent renorts, bzsed on surveys done in the fi:11 of 1v51, listed
Cslorado, yeorgicv, Worth Daltote, 3o0uth Carolinc, and Tennessee as hzving
no gpecitic certificetion plan for sneech ther:pists.2 By April, 1.55,
tiiese ssme stuotes had establisned such plens, with snecific cccdemic
recuirements, ocnd lassachusetts had approved standords to become
effective in Septerber of 19506.

With this growth arose a confusing diversity of academic
requirements necessary for certificetion. Dorathy Eckelm:nn, in re-
porting on standards, mentioned a veriation of 10 semester hours of
speciuzlized training in speech correction in one state, to 46 hours
of specialized truining in anot‘ner.3 An editorial, by Spencer F. Brown,
in ¢n issue of the Journal of Speech and llearing Disorderé; reguarding
this extreme variction of requirements from one stzte to another,
provoked a barrage of letters to the editor, which presented the views
of a number of versons active in the field of speech and hearing
therapy. Ollie Bec'us, in her reply, remaried, "We share the feeling
tuwt this ceétification issue constitutes a serious problem demanding

eventual solution. This is shown by the strength of feelinp expressed

2Dorathy A. Eckeliunn, "“A Hondoook Of Puolic School Specch
Correction" (unpuvlished Ph. D. thesis, The Stute University of Iowa,
1952), p. 195; end Ruth 3. Irwin, "State Certification In Sneech And
Hearing Taerupy,® The Speech Te:cher, 2:124-128, March, 1i53.

Ibid., Bckelmann, p. 197.

bSpencer F. 3rown, Editorial, Journcl Of Speec:: And Hearing
Disorders, 17:260-262, Sentenber, 1952.
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both by Dr. 3rown in written form, and vy so many persons orclly since."D

The need for adequ:.tely trained speech thera»ists, and t:ue
vresent varience of requirements flor taem, were described by the ASHA
Committee On The Midcentury ¥hite !iouse Confereuce in a puper wnich
served as resource mcteriul for tne Fact Finding Revport of tnae lMidcentury
tlhite House Conference of Znildren and Youth, puuvlished in the fzll of
1951.6

Considering tne extent of variution of certificction pluns, it
would appear desirable tuat tne speech theranist, the public school
adninistrator, and educators ind students in te.cher training centers

be informed of current standards.

Definition of Terms

State: tne forty-eizht state departuents of puolic instruction
in the United States, plus the Distriect of Columbis

Requirenients: Specified ocademic courses, clinicol :nd teach-

ing practice under supervision, degrees, certificates, =nd professional

e in preparation for work in the area of speech therapy

501lie Backus, Letters To The Editor, Journal Of Speech And
Hearing Disorders, 18:133-20%, June, 1953.

6A3i Conmittee On The Midcentury White House Conference,
"Speech Disorders And Speech Correction,™ Journal Of Speech And ilecr-
ing Disorders, 17:129-157, June, 1952.




1
Certifiication: the iorm:l «pprovil of the individuc-l, by a

recognized or estctlisned stote agency, to practice snsecn therepy

Speech therapy: tne dincnosis and trectment of sveech disorders

Speech tueranist: a teacher with speciclized acadewic troining

in speech correction wno is eng:ged in the diagnosis znd treatient of

speecii digorders

Procedure

The informction was g tiered throuzh the following methods:

(1) a questionnaire was s=nt to tie sunerintendent of each of
the depart.ents of public instruction in the United States requesting
inform:tion on their certification requirements for speech therapists,
the trunéfera:ility of their certification, and the nature of the sneech
correction program existing in their state;

(2) a second letter und duplicate questionn:ire were sent to
tne sare office as the above, if & reply was not received following the
first letter; a third letter and cuestionnuire were sent by special
delivery in cases here a response h:d still not been elicited;

{(3) investigation of published 2nd unpu:lished m.terial on the
subject, to indicste adveances in speech therany programs throuchout the

United States.



CHAPTER II

CYRRE:.T CERTIFICATION REQUIRE: < 18
FOR SPEECH T:ERAPISTS IN T:iE UNITED STATES

By April, 155 thirty-one states, plus the District of
Columvia, had :dovted & stendard for the certification of s.eech
therepists. Three strtes nzd establisiied standards wihich were not yet
in effect. Fourteen stetes had not formed a basis for the certifica-
tion of speech theranists, and in most of ihese cases anproval of
therapiasts hired was left to the discretion of the local school
district.

Certification practices varied considerably among tne states
wiiich nad set such standards. A special certificate for teachers of
the speech handicapped was issued in some states, while in other
states the area of certification was designated 28 speech and hearing
theravoy, or speech therzpy and hearin:; conservation. Anotuncr practice
was tne issucnce of a certificate to terchers of exceptional children,
with specific requirements gn the area of speciaslization. States which
issued only the general teaching certificate endorsed the certificate
for the area of sveciclizaotion in which the teacher was prepared fo
practice.

The recuirements listed by the various state dev:rtments of
ingtruction were tiae minimum reguirements of thut state. Teacher
troining institutions 'rithin the state frecuently impose additional

requirements on their students. This situction is true in Michig:n,



vrrere clinisal oractice is not specified 5y the stote dep:rtient of
education. IHowever, it is reguired by the truinius institutions in
eddition to the stiote requirement of nublic school »ractice to:uching in
speech correction. Also, 2 state not hrvinzy snecific stand'rds for
speech tlieravnists mey have well quelified theranists emploved in some
3c00l systes. This micht be due to the nrecence oi' colleges in the
stute wiiich nuve stron~ prozrems in soveec: correction.

The questionnalire renlies, in most cuzes, were received from
zn administirator in tne particulur stuate's departient of speciul edu-
cation. llany ot these depart-ents sent nrinted matericl giving addi-
tional informution. In some instances, part of the questionhaire was
filled out and tnen reference wis mode to the additional printed
material for tne remcinder of the informstion. This was varticularly
true in regord to the acadenic requirerents under purt "3" (see
Appendix). In 211 cos23, internretotion of the informntion received
was boged on thit which wus snecifically indicuted by the state. 1In
severzl instances tie bichielor's degree s not snecifically nered,
tiecrefore, tne writer could not state tiat it was a requireunent,
thog:n it may oe one. .

One of thc chief 4ifficulties fiuced in recording the informotion
arose from the varying inter»retations ty the states of tlie categories
listed under vcrt "B., 1." of the questionncire. As used in this study
tiiey were interpreted us followst

Speech correction courses, this crea to incluste the subjects




waich relote snecificully o the sveech handicanped verson, such as
speecin patholory, and speecn correction methodss;

Rel: ted subjects, tiils area to include busic sveech courses,

unless such courses :-re indicated to b5e included with speech correction
courses, such as voice science, »honetics, znd courses in psycholosy
and mental hygience;

Special education, this area to include courses sgvpecific to

the education of tne exceptional child, other tisn those described
under speech correction courses und related subjects.
The inform-tion was compiled in the following; order:

eble I. State
Theraen

tific: tion Requirerents For Speech

er
sts In Effect, 1795

3
Taovle II. Status Of States Jithout Certificution
Requirenents In Effect For Speech
Therzpists, 1955
In Table I, explunctory footnotes, indicuted ty letters (a)
throuzh (h), ere used to point out tne “srticular recuirements of
individual stutes, as well as to expliin the interpretution, by certain
states, of the questions asked. Notes (f) end (&) within this group of
footnotes ore used to designute the content of column 9 , Speech Cor-
rection Courses; colurn 10, Reloted Subjects; and colurn 11, Speciazl
Educution Courses, as interpreted by the various stutes. Note (h) of
the footnotes vertrins to provigional conditions wherever indicated,
otnervise, ull requireuents given are for the st:nderd certificate. All
inforin.tion from the various stotes wos collected during Merch and

A ril, 1955. Table I :nd Tu:le II follow on prgres 8, 9, und 10.
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TA2LE II

STAT!S OF STATES IT.QUT CERTIFICATION
REJUIRE..2 TS Il EFFECT FCKR SPEEC:i T .ZRAPISTS, 15955

States reporting Have establish- Interest Indicuted tuzt

no gvecific certi- ed reguireuents indic:oted in snesechr tnera-

fication require- which are not yet requirerents, nists are emnloy-

ments for speech (1) approved; iy soon be ed in veorious

tneranists .2) in effect under consid- cities ond
eration districts*

1. Alaboma X _ X

2. Arizona X

5. Arkansas x(1)

4. TIdaho

5+ Maine N . X

6. Massachusetts x(2)

7. Montana X X

. Nevada

9. New Hampshire

10. New Mexico X

11. Rhode Island

12. South Dakota x

13. Utah x(1)

14. Vermont

15. Virginie (W.) x x

16. Wesaincton x

17. Wyoming ) X

*1lo certification requirements are in effect, but verious cities and

districts do employ theravists within their local jurisdictions.
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Summar

Forty-eicit states ond the District of Columoia contrivuted to
ﬁhe study. The certificction standards revorted by the various states
were dised on the four-year college progrem with the bachelor's degree,
vith the exception of New Jersey, ilorth Dakota, Oregon, and Texas. Tnouch
it was not gpecifi=d in their reply to this study, twovof these states,
New Jersey :.nd Texas, were reported as requiring the bachelor's degree
by the United States Departuent of Educ:tion.l

In summary, the following genereclizations appear to be warranted:

I Summury of States

a) Thirty-one states u:nd the District of Columbia hed established
and put into effect in 1955, specific reguirements for the
public school speech therapist. These states were: (Czlifor-
nia, Colorado, Jonnecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Floride,
Illinois, Indian:, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Marylcnd, Louisi-
ana, Michigan, Min~esota, Mississippi, Missouri, Hebraska,

New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, North Dakotu, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Curolinz, Tennessee,
Texas, Virginia, and Wisconsin.

b) Of the states heard from, seventeen did not have definite
standerds for sveech therapists in effect in 1955. These
states rere: Aladama, Arizona, Arkansas, Idaho, laine,
Messachusetts, Montana, Nevada, Hew lampshire, New llexico,
Rhode Islond, South Dakota, Utah, Vermont, Washington, West
Virginia, 2nd Wyoming.

c) Two states, Czlifornia and Mew Jersey, were engaged in the
revision of tneir reguirements. Oregon reported 2 new certi-
fication plan effective on July 1, 1956. New York hod

1United Stetes Departuent of Health, Education, and Welfare,
State Certification Requirements For Tecchers of Exceptional Children
(Bulletin, 1954, No. 1 Wasnington: United States Government Printing
Office, 1954), pp. 38-40.
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proposed e new certificeotion plin which h-d not yet been
approved.

d) Two states, Tennessee and Mussachusetts, had estavlished
standards effective Septewver, 1955, :nd Septe:ver, 1.56,
resrectively. Arlensas was currently outlining certification
requirements for which they ¢id not exnect final approval
vefore fzll, 1355. Utan expected =pproval of proposed
requirexents in April, 1Y55.

e) Wyoming nad a general certificstion nlin for all teuchers of
specicl edacation, with no speciaul requirements for speech
ticrapists. West Virginiu's speech therapists Leld tecching
certificates of some wind and hed an undergraduate iz jor in
speech patholozy. ,

f) Four ststes, Alavume, Hontana, 3South Dalota, and ilest
Virginia, indicczted interest in the cstabdlishment of certi-
fication standards.

g) Two states, Minnesota :nd Illinois, indicuted theyv had two
certificetion plins under witich the speech theranist could
quelify. -

II Sumncry of Requirements

a) Nebraska and South Carolina specified the requirements of the
Aerican Speech and ljearing Association (see Appendix). In
addition, Nebrasks required a resgular teaching certificate.

b) Generally, the speech taerapist wvs considered u teacher, and
in addition to the bachelor's depree was reguired to hold a
velid teucher's certificete. However, at least six stetes did
not require a teuching certificete. Tinose were: Connecticut,
Jeorgia, Muryland, Minnesota (under one plen), South Carolina,
and Tennessee. lirylund required one year of grad.w-te study
in addition to the buchelor's degree.

c) Sorme of the stotes issued a provisionzl or limited certificote
upon completion of the four-year nrogram which is valid for
severazl years if furtiaer trcining is teken for renewcl from
time to time. The stzndard, or profession:l certificate, is
offered unon the equivalent of a five~year nrogrem and pro-
fessional experience, in m.ny cases.

d) ¥ost of the states reciired some work to He tolen in the urea
of nearing nroblems cnd herring testing. Courses in lip read-
ing, ond sometimes in clinical prictice of lin reading, were
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e)

£)

g)

h)

13

recuired by a num.er of states. Connecticut, Delaw:re, lary-
land, «nd Ohio issued = speech ynd ne.rings certificwte.

Soric states allow either 2 cert:iin numoer of ears nrofessional
tezching experience of speech defective children or a minimum
nuwaser of semester hours of practice teuching in sneech
correction.

The required numoer of semester hours in snesech correction
courses ranged from geven in one state to thirty in another.

Nearly all states included 100 to 200 clock hours of clinical
practice in speech correction as a requirement. Some states
specified that this could be divided between clinical or
public scaool vractice teaching or that one of the other was
acceptable.

liny states zllowed tempor.ry certification for one yeor if
on apolicant closely cvoproached the required standards.



CHAPTER III
TRAUISFERABILITY OF T.2 VARIOJUS 3T:TE CERTIFIS.LTES Il SPIECH T IERAPY

One of the purnoses of this study wus to investiic te the
trensferability of 2 speecn tiueranist's certification from one stzte to
another. It was tinouzht tnit, in some ciscs, certifiic:tion by one
stete mi.nt be accevted by another as v. 1lid for work tiere, also. It
wos taourht this might be »zrticulirly true in the cise of neijnboring
stutes.

Part "C" of iic questionnecire concerued tronsferability betueen
stotes of a speech t:erunist's certific: tion. Aduministrators were
»gized to indic:-te tneir ansvrers wccordinc to the prescribed form, with-
in walch spice for co. ents wis +lloved .see Apvendix). M ny oificials
wno £illed out narts "a" ind "3" of ithe tuestionncire did not give any
answers or com .eats for part "CW.

Azonr st tes which zove delinite replizs, there is o reasonaonly
consistent prttern to the effect ta t there is no trunsferavility as
such. Rother, it cpneared tii-t tane states evzlunted cach zpplicont's
orepuration in‘ividuczlly to deter:cine whetier or not the avnlicant met
the purticular reculre:ents of th:it stete to +which he wus wpplying. A
response to tiie question whiich illugtrated this position w:s civen by
Florida. They st.ted th' t tuere wns no officiul reciprocity; that mony

ppliconts were .ccented rithout additional vork, but it uazs hecause

they met tne Florida requirements, not becuuse thney held tine otner
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credentials. Kansgas =nd Pennsylv nia nlgo ind‘e-ted thet they con-
sidered applic nts sccordin- “o ‘ndividu.l rerits. Other states hose
renlies exvressed this viewnoint were Zomnecticui, Delawr.re, UGcorgio,
Indiane, liicnican, Mississippi, Nebraslke, e York, ifarth Zorolin:,
Ohio, Tennessee, -.nd Yisconsin.

Thirteen stites »nd the District of Jolumii:- renlied only,
"None" or “Wo reciproczl ugreements™. They ere Arizona, Cnlifornio,
Idaho, Illinois, kirylund, linnesota, Mont:n., New Jersey, lles !'exico,
Oregon, 7irgini¢, Wwshington and West Vircoiniz. Jolorado replied
that they did not hive reciprocal :gereements with other states, but
that they would grunt a certificote to an cpplicant who wag a full
member, 'in sneech,' of the Americon Speech nnl !earing Association.

A statenment from :n officiszl of the ASHA wi.s recuired to ascert:in the
membership. Nebraska =nd Tennessee 21so mentioned the ASHA requirements
as being desirable.

Kentucky, Wyoming, cnd South Dalrotu replied tihat they would
accept for certificution ny fully qualified theranist from 2nother
stote. Kentucky enclosed a reciprocity reszulation which they had
adopted. It indicuated thut if un zpplicont from cnother state had
completed 2 four yeur prosruom of prevaration, which qualified him for
teaching speech correction in that state, Kentucky would issue a

comparable certificate without addition-1 work.l Horih Dakota n-med

lhimeOgra)hed gheet, attacihcd to aquestionnuire return, and
civing statement indicated.
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eleven stiotes whose certification tiey would 2ccept, but gave no other
comrienta. The remcining few states which accepted ce?tain st tes’
certificutions g ve qualifying coments or reasons for the zccedtince.

Two 3tates nentioned reciprocit: agreencnts =witn other stutes.
They were Iowa and Rhode Isliund. Iowa specified = "Centrzl Stutes
Reciprocity Agrecment," bete2n Illinois,_Kansas, Minnesota, lebraska,
and YWisconsin. However, those st:ites iid not indic:te such an vgree-
went in tneir replies. Rhode Isl:ind <id not name participeting stutes
but did state on the questionncire, "Reciprocity agreement in effect
cmong Nortaneastern States.® tier states in thot area ni:de no mention
of such a policy, tnough Connecticut replied that plans were bLeing
made for «ll the Hew England states, and New York ond ilew Jersey, to
accept eech others requirements.

In summary, thirty-five states »nd the District of Columbisa

save some kind of repnly to prt "C"™ of the questionn:ire. These replies

ranged from complete stateuicnts of the st -te's »olicy in reg:rd to
raciprocity to just the word, "None™. Thirteen of the forty-eicht
stotes gave no unswer to this prt of the survey.

The following generclizations ~ppeared to be warranted:

l. A majority of the stites renlying indicated no
reciprocal agres:.cnts in effect.

2. Many of the states indicuted tnat taey evalucted
each pplicent individuclly, in tine light of
their own requirements.

7. Two stutes, Rnode Isl.nd :nd Iowa, mentioned
reciprocal agree:ents iith st:tes in their area
of the country.



CurPTER IV

SO L& ADV LSES !L.DE I RECE..T YE R3S 1iv ESTASLI 'HMEIT OF

SPEEC:! T.iZR-PY PRCIR'MS II TIIE IITED STATES

Lecriglotion

When Carrell reported on sneech correction procr-ms throughout
tiie United Stetes, in 1946, he listed twenty-six st tes 2nd tnhe District
of Colunvia s nuvine lesgislotion relating to specch defective children-l
tie strted tirrt in a mojority of crses the speech defective vcs specifi-
cally mentioned, though in some instences ae was included under laws for
hendicepped cnildren. According to Carrell, there was considercble
variztion in the provisions made by these laws. 3ome did little more
than give loc: 1 school districts permission to euploy remedial tezchers.
In others tiie instruction.was suisidized by the allotrment of state funds
for each teacuer.

In 1¢55 thirty-two stotes replied th t tney hod legislation
Providing for speech correction in the public schools. Fifteen states
@nd the District of Columbia reported no such legisl:tion. One stote w:s
not renresenteqd (M-ssechusetts did not zuswer individuel cuestions on
the questionnuire). This was cn apparent increase of six states over the

—_—

1
Jour Jemes Carrell, "State Certificution Of Speecin Correctionists,”
————Eggmpf'jiggech And Herring Disorders, 11:92, June, 1946.
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1546 report.2 However, wiien trhe listin - »f ctotes included in both
gurveys wos ex nined {(see Tudle III on tuae followin® page) it was seen
th:t six staetes, und tie District of Jolumbic (waich indicated the
presence of legislotion in 194¢), denied hviae lezisletion for speech
defectives, in 1955. The six stotes were: Delaw re, Louisianz, Moine,
Marylend, Minnesote, =nd West Virzinie. Tvelve stites replied "ses" to
having lesisl:tion in 1995 w.ich renorted :n ubsence of it in 104€. It
is possible thut sone of tihe necntive nns:ers to tiae 1755 study were due
to close interrnretction of the parcse, "providing for svpeechi correction
in the pu’ lic sciools."™ 1In view of this, periwps on increase of twelve
states 1s a more cccurite figure. Stotes which listed the »nrovisions
of their legislition indiccrted th-t some lows rel. ted specificzlly to the
speech defective. Otliers showed provision for speech correction under
general lews for the ec.cation of excepiion:l children. liew York,
lew Jersey, :nd South Da ota menioned "physicrlly hendic pned ciildren®
°nd specified children with sveech cdefects of orgonic cause, only, as
%eing provided for under the statutes.

The stite laws pert inin- to s»eech correction in tiie pu:lic
schools ere founc to vury widely in extent of nrovisiong. It wns
difficult to comhure tie nuuber of stotes hnvine some ind of legislative
Provision for gpeeci defcctive children. This was due to varied inter-
Pretuions g 4o what constituted provision for speech defectives and
wh: ¢ digd not.

_—
2Ibid.



TAiRLE ITI
SMTUS OF ST/TE3 I KEGARD TO LEGISLATIVE P 3100 FOR :PIECH
DAFECTIVE CUILLRED IN T.E 2J2LIC SZ.00LS, 1.4t T0O 1:55
States 104 1.5 Stotes 104 1455
Alabama lleurnska X X
Arizona llevada X
Arkansas X * New Hamwshire
California N x i New Jersey X X
Colorado X i New Mexico
Connecticut X X | Mew York X X
Delaware X !, K. Ccrolina
Dist. of Col. X i Mo Dekota X
Florida X X i Ohio X X
Georgia X " Oklehoma X X
Idaho - Oregon X X
Illinois X X , Pennsgylvznia X X
Indiana x Rhode Isl:nd
Iowa X x S. Carolina X
Kansas X x S. Dakota X
Kentucky X X Tennessee X
Louisiana X Texas P X
Maine X Jtah X
Maryland X Vermont
liagsachusetts Virginia X X
%}chig&n X YWashington X X
Ninnesota X i+ Virginia X
M}ssissippi X Wlisconsin X X
Misssouri X x © Wyoming X x
riontang L
j
Total 27 5

B — ——— S ===

NOTE:

X indicates affirmative reply
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Certific.tion Recuirements -

V-.rious writers nrve contributed infor..tion of certification
recuirenents in the sst few yesrs. Avong them were Zurrell, in 194,20
and Spradling, in 1949-h Twvo surveys on certific-tion st ndards were
conducted in the f2:11 of 1951. One of tnem, vy Eckelmunn, was reported
on in 1952.5 The other study wzs done oy Irwin, wnose findings were
puvlished in 1955.6 In comp.rin;; tuese four revorts, the writer cgein
found diserepancies in mi.tericl »resented. It eppeared th:t tie indi-
vidual investigators vuried in their interpretution of :/nit constituted
definite certificetion stondards. Possibly, one or more of the four
persons reporting included, as h.ving specific requirements, uny étate
w:2ich had soue sort of requirements under wiaicn tne theranist could
quulify.

Despite this gitu-tion tnere apveared to e a stexdy advonce
among the stotes in regzrd to tiie est:blisarent of stand:rds. Carrell
narced fifteen st.tes, plus the District of Columbia, s huving specicl

certificutes for speech correctionists. fThe cut..or's tebuletion is

5Ivid., op. 91-95.

4Sister I« Jypricn S. Spradling, “A Survey Of State Require-
ments For Sveech Correctionists," The Qu:rterly Journcl Of Speech,
25:344-351, October, 1940.

5Doruthy A. Ecleln nn, "A Hendbook Of Public Sci.ool Speech
Correction® (unpublisined Ph. D. thesis, Tiie State University of Iowa,
1952), pp- 137-138.

6Ruth B. Irwin, "State Certificetion In Speech And iearing
Therapy,® Tie Speech Te cher, 2:124-123, larch, 1253.
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fourteen st tes plus <lie District of Colunbia] e went on to say th-t
three rore states nud sichi plins under considerztion.’ Spradling re-
ported twenty-one states as hnving specific requirewents, and four as
requiring t.iie st nd.rds of Lllie A.ericun Speeci :nd lie riag Associztion
(see Appcndix).& Tnis in'ic:.ted twenty-five states :.3 h ving specific
standards for tie sneech tlieranist to reet in 1745, [The autnhor's
tebulation wus twenty-three states in addition to four with ASHA re-
quire;ents] In Janury of 1952, twenty-five stutes, plus the District
of Colurbia had specific requirencents, according to Echelnann.9 She
added thnt six more stites nud some kind of standurd for the speech
therapist to meet. Irwin's revort, which was published in 1.5%, listed
twenty-nine states as hiving a certification plun; nineteen states as
heving no plan-lo She expluined th.t of the states raving certification
pluna, fourteen ni.d sneciul certificites as p.rt of the framework desigﬁed
for teaciiers of snecinl educ tion or excentional children; seven cs
having o specicl certificate in sneech correction; and five a£s nuving a
‘certification frumewori: under -riich speech correction nay opereste.  The
writer found twenty-six states huving certification standards in Irwin's

report. In 1.55, thirty-one states, plus the District of Columdia,

7Carrell, op. cit., o. 92. bSpre_;dling, op. cit., p. 544

9Eckeli nn, op. :it., D. 104. 1OIr--.vin, op. cit., p. 124.
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indicoted definite certification standards.

In tlie presznt study the writer cttompted to shor the pattern
of advonce in stundards by listing the states revworted oy eucn investi-
zetor as hnving certirication nlens. Tuis was done in Table IV, on
pege 23. Column 4 rerresents tiie stites naving specific certificotion
requirenents in effect in 1.55. Dutes of estzblishrent of reaguirements,
as given by the stotes, were included nere for comp:rison with the other
three revorts. Columns 1 taroush 3 indicate the st:tes listed by
Cerrell,1l Sprc.dling,l2 cnd Eckelmann,1? resvectively. (Irwin's study
was not included, primarily Lecause of difficulty of intervretation of
"definite requirementa'-lh)

The stetes renorted oy :n investipgutor to huve tentitive
certification plens ct a given time vere zeuernlly reported to have
estublished tiiese plans by the investig-tor o followed him. Ceorrell
reported three stotes cs hiving tentutive certificction pleons in 1346,
Delawcre, llew Yorx, and Ohio.15 These states were reported to h:ve
establi-hed certificition stinderds in 1'49, by Sprodling.16 1In 152,
Eckelmunn nimed six states as hnving sone ind of requirercents unier

w..ich speech correctionizts could qualify.17 They were Coanecticut,

11Carrell, loc. cit. 128prﬁdling, loc. cit
15Eckelnnnn, loc. cit-. lhlrwin, loc. cit.
16

15Carrell, loc. cit. Spr«dlin~, op. cit.

17Eckelmann, op. cit., p. 195.
— e



Tasille IV

EST.3LiSIERT OF CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS AS REPO..TED
"ETWEEX 1946 AND 1555

T
States 1946 1749 1952 155 || States 15k6 104 152 1955
IR
Alabama [ | Nebraska X b3
Arizona X X Ilevada x
Arkangas N. ilamoshire X
Jelifornia  x X p.S X N. Jersey X X X X
Jolorado x(1955) 1. lexico
Connecticut x X X 1946) New York x X X
Delaware x| x ¥1750) 'i. Cerolina X x(1951)
D. of C. X X x ~x1945) . Dekota % 1¢51)
Florida X X X x(1041) ' Ohio X X x1045)
Georgia x(1951) Oklahoma X x x(1548)
Idano . Oregon X by X X(1576)
Illinois X X X X(1944). Pennsylvanie_x x X X
Indiana X x(1¢49) Rhode Island
Iowa X X X X .~ S. Carolina X
Kansas X x(1957) " S. Dakota
Kentucky X X(1051) ;| Tennessee x(1935)
Louisiana X X X | Texas X X X
l'aine * Utah
Yarylend X X | Vermont
Massachusetts ' Virginia x X X X 1650)
Hichigan x X X x(1944) | daginington X
linnesota X x X X ' W. Virginia
l'ississivpi X }1952) disconsin X X X
Yigsouri X X X % ' Yyoming
Montana 3
T
Total 15 25 26 52
P ————  ——— — — ——— == - ———

L
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Mississippi, l'ontans, ievada, Rhode Isl:ind, and Washington. She
furtiher reported th t tuo st tes were settin~ uv standards for -rhich

A
approv..l wes exvected before the close of 1951. They were Connecticut
«nd Tennessee. 3ihe rlso nrired the stotes of Arlanszsg, llass:.ciwusetts, and
orth Dakota as considering certif’icition requireients rithin a year or
two. .

In 155 Connecticut, Missiszippi, Tennessee, and liorth Da':ota
hued estwerlistied def'inite certification stoundards. In wddition, Arkansas
exvected approval for vropo ed plans before tie close of 1955; liassachu-
setts had epproved stznderds to vecome effective in 1.56; =nd Uteh
indicuted approvil of proposed stindards wcs expected in April, 1.55.
Taree more states, Colorado, 3outn Z:rolina, wnd Georgies had definite
reqiire:ents by 1.55.

Arizona was not included in this study es h.oving certification
requirenents gince they gave u negotive reply to itais cuestion. Otuer
studies n:ve reported a "Specicl Service Jertificate" for sveech
patholorists who i ve done grzduzte work in apeech p:thology. The
certificete allows tiem to work as consultents in the scihools, though

not to teach.

Speech Correction Prograns, 1955

[ & el

The replies to purt A" of lhe questionn:ire used in this
survey (see Appendix) gave information on tie existance of lezislation,
reimvursement, =nd certification standards in the various states. An

exeuinetion of the co-existence of the three provisions proved interesting.
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Tuenty-five st.tes reported lerisl: tion, reimoursement, -nd
certific: tion, end .11 .tutes -riich renorted le-islition 1 .d instituted
reimoursenent, :ith the excention of Soutn-’arolin:.. Four states re-
vorted lezisl-tion ¢nd reimbursesnent Sut no certification stondards.
Tney were Ark.nscs, Soutn Daiota, YWasaington, :nd Wyoiinz. Ariansas
:nd South Dukota hod just recently insituted tlie vrovisions :nd indicated
that certific: tion recuirements would zoon te adonted. lHowever,
dyoring indiceted tiley hzd reimdursensnt since 1.21 for avecial education
teacners but no speciflin requiremrents for suwcech theranists. (Utah.was
expected to arve finul =pnprov:l of proposed certificrtion standerds
crly in 1,25 +nd iherefore r:s not included with tihe other four states.)
Three stutes, Louisianz, i'innesota, e¢nd orth Curoline in'icuted certi-
fication and reim:urse—ent ~»ut no legislation. Ta’s may, or mcy not, ve
due to viried interpretution of tlic legislition in cuestion. Delaware
and the Distiict of Colunibia renorted certification sut no reimourse-
ment or legiglation. This m.y hive 3een Jue to tae fucts tlat in
Delaware the sti:te hired sneech tieranists to worl in the schools; und
the District of Coluwiia is not a state. Two western stutes, Idaho and
flevida reported toey ii:d reim:urse ent but no legisl-tion or certifica-
tion »nert. inine to sneecn correction.

I o mojority of cases, nere tie stote ::d boitn certific:tion
and reimnurse..2at they uere established at aporoxin tely the swune tine.
Seveuteen stietes with hotli nrovicions inlia:tod tae detes cach was

estrblithed. Of tocse, tlriteen st:tes provided for Loth ritnin a
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ve.r of each other. ilicre the dites of esta lishiont 4id not coiaclide

reim:urse..ent nreceded certiflic-tion.

in® v =e, illustrotes tioe nreceding

Q

Tanle V, on the foll
nnterial. A c.ected snoce indicutes tiue odressice of tiit provision
nuzed at tie hend of tie colwan. Dites of sstavlishmant of reiuburse-
went wnd certificution -re 2iven if indicated by the nerticular stute.

Infor.: tion pertoining to Lie eristence of lezpisl:tion, reim-

surse eitt, und certific.tion anong tiae various states wes as rollows

in Table V:
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TAZLE V
13
LEGI3LATION, REIVDUHGE. 30T, 40D SERTIFICAT.QN I T VARIOUS 3ST.TES, 1.55
f
States le~is-  Xeim- Certi- :; States lezis-  Reim- Jerti-
l-tion  burse- fica- 1-~tion Jurse= fica-
Lent, t.on ' ment tion
!
Alabanma . . Nebraska X _?._119»’!-0) %
Arizona . Nevedu o X .
Arxansas _X l. (lampshire ___ - .
California  _x_ li. Jersey X X X
Colorado X il. Mexico  ___ _ _
Connecticut _x Hew York X X X
Delaware __ N. Carolina ___ x(1949) 31_;51)
D. of C. e i. Dakota  _x_ x(1°51) x{1¢51)
Florida X Onio X x(1545) 2192;5)
Georgia X Olzlahoma X X p.3
Idaho . Oregon X x(1946) “x(1045) ,
Illinois X Pennsylvania _x x(1519) z19§6
Indiana X Rhode Island ____ — .
Iowa X S. Carolina _x _X_
Kensas X S. Dakota X x(1957%)
Kentuclcy X Tennessee X x(19:7) x(1¢55)
Louisiana Texas X x(1945) x
liaine _ . _ Utah x_ x(1954)
Maryland _ - X ! Verment _ T
liassachusetts____ |! Virginia % “x(1950) “x(195) ?
licnigan X EIS’W«; ) _x(19M4);. Washington _x_ X __ i
linnesota _ X X o W. Virginia ____ —
Nississippi _x x(1952) _x(1952)., Wisconsin  _x x(1926) x :
Yisgouri __-—x__ x(1%49) x_ |t ‘yoming X x(1921) i
] i
ontana - —_ - ; z ; —y
LA
[
Total 3 75 52
et ottt et = —




Suwmnnry

.

M:teri.l rfrom forty-ciziat stotes wad tae District of Coluwmoia
4.8 inicladed In this chupnter. Partial infor: tion only was aveilatle
from I-icissachusettis us they 114 not unsver individu:l qiestions on the
survely =
Investizntion »f preceding repnorts on certification recuire-
nments Tevealed voried interpretution of wint constituted legiszlation
providin/ for sseach defective caildren. he definition of s»ecific
certificution standards «lso veried according to t.e nurticular inter-
pretation. This v ried interpretution of liws und requirements
pertirining to spoeech correction m:de it difficuli 4o compure the
pProvisions ond st. adurds in effect at onc time w'th those in effect at
another . ijowever, tie folloving genernliz..tions =pperred io bve
war ranted:
l. Twenty-3zix stautes =2nd the District of Colurvia were
listed as :wving lesislition reloting to speech
defsctive cnildren in 1.4,

2. Thirty-two stotes indicoted they hid some legislation
providine for spneecihh correction in 1;55.

Six states and the District of Colum:ia reported the
nresence of lesislation in 1946 which denied h . ving
it in 1.55. Twelve stotes reported lezislation in
1:55 r.ich ¢id not heve it in 1546.

A
.

4. The st:te luws periaining to sveech correction were
found to viry widely in extent of provisions.

5. States snecifyin~ definite st .ndards for sneech
ther~pists increased atendily -luring the period
from 104C to 1.55. The numiter of states having
guch reauirei ents were revortad ag: fifteen und

‘Ej,“ .
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tie District of Jolw:hia in 1 525 -nd thirty-one lus
e J
: istrict of Zolu: i

the Di

19

=
=
U
\n

Zetreen the 1752 study wnd the 1955 study ten stetes
were added tc the lizt of those huving esteblished
definite sertificution stundirds, or exnecting final
epprov - 1l of nronosed standards nefore the close of 1.55.

In 1.55 tweuty-five states reported ..ving w«ll three
provisions, legislition, reimdurse:cat ond certification,
vertainins to gpeech correction in effect.

Twelve stotes vlus the District of oluudbia indicntted
the presence of one or two of the vrovisions (legis-
lition, reimoursz eat, :nd certificution) cut not w11
L"

Ltiiree.

In most coses, where certific:iion nnd reim:ursenent
existed tiaey were instituted witnin = ;exr of ecch
other, ith reimburseteat nrecedinz certification.




CHLPTER V

SUN2CARY AND CONZLUSIONS

Swanary

The purp:se of tinis study was to deterwine the nature of
speech theropy rejulirements turou-hout the United States, snecifically,
(1) to orovids a readily evi:ila .le swmariry of present certification
requirements for sveech tiheranists in the United States; (2) to clorify
the transferability status of the various state certificates; (3) to
point out advences mude in recent years in estoslishment of certifica-
tion requirements in the various stutes. !

These purvoses were accomplished throuch the use of a
cuestionnaire, and tnrouzh investig:tion of four nrevious reports of
certification requirenents crmongs the states. Tie questionnaire and
letter of explun.tion were sent to the superintendent of public
instruction in each of the forty-eirnt states and the District of
Jolurbia. Forty-nine inguiries were sent out. Thirty-six were
returned comnleted =nd tnirteen were partielly answered. Th-t is,
tney were fuirly complete in purts "A" and "3" but did not give
informztion in pert "C". Thls was a totel return of 100%.

Ezch of tie canpters decling vith a specific vhase of the
cuestion was s ean:rized individuslly. From this the following

oversll swri-ry would .ppe:r to be warr.nted:



Jertific:tlion Renuirernents

2) Tairty-one st tes nd tie District of Columbia hnd
esta.lisihed, ‘- nd put into effect in 1 59, snecific
recuirennsnts for tine certificution of tne puulic
school speech terunist.

b) Seventeen states did not ..-ve definite standards
in effect for speech therauists in 1:55.

¢) Two states exnected apvroval of proposed stundards
sefore the close of 1.955. One state nad estaslisned
stendards which would tecome effective in 1956.

d) The certification stand.rds renorted by the verious
states were based on tne four-year colleze progr:m
with tne buchelor's degree. Four stotes did not
snecify the degree.

e) Generz1ly, tiie speech tiierapist was required to
hold a "vi1id" tezching certificate from the state
in waich he worked. Six states did not specify a
teacihing certiflicute.

f) llost of Lie stotes recuired some work in the field
of Learing. Jourses ia lip reading were also
nzred by a number of states.

g) Nearly 211 states included 100 to 200 clock hours
of clinical practice in sneech correction as a
requirement. li:ny 21so specified practice teesching
in the puhlic schools with speech defective children.

II. Tronsferaoility

ITI.

Twenty-nine of the states replying to the question
iniicated no reciproczl acgreewents in effect in
regurd to transferavility of certification. Their
procedure in the main was to evaluate each zpplicant
individu:1lly, in the licht of their own requirements.

Advunces

a) Thirty-two stutes ond the District of Colwidbia were
listed ns huving legislation releting to speech
defective cliliren in 1.55. This was twelve stutes
more tihun were listed in 1l.4¢. iouvever, there were
five stutes, and tie District of Columbia which
renported legislation in 1946 und denied such legis-
lution in 1.55.

\N



b)

c)

These

1.

\H

In 1955, twenty-five gtoles renorted ::ving «ll t..ree
provigions, lenislitlion, reimoursc.e.:t, and certification,
vertaining to sneech correction in elfect.

States gpecifiring definite st:uderds for speech
tuerapists increased steadily during the period from
1246 to 1955. T.ere was a »:rticul:rly noticeable
increzse vetween 1952 :nd 125 wherein ten states
vere =dded to the list as having such standards or
expecting fnal avproval of proposed standords before
the close of 1.55.

Conclusions
conclusions were drawn as 2 reg:lt of this study:

Tiere was a vari:tion of certific:tion requirenents
between states, including those udjacent. Inter-
pretation of content of courses recuired also varied.

The dreat lelies area nd central mid-western area
included o grester number of staztes :yith certifi-
cation stindards then other sreas of the United
Stutes.

In cenerzl, t.e academic requirements of the stutes
showed influence of the A:ericzn Speeth and llearing
Association standards.

There is no transferavility, us such, between
states in reg:rd to speech trerany certificstion.

The states interpreted the pihrase "providing for
speech correction in tiue public schools,® in an
individual sense. 3Some of the necative answers
given by administretors regurding legisl:tion in
1.55 would perheps have been positive had they
seen interonreted in a bro:der sense.

There was a steadily increzsing numter of stutes
encuged in estaclisaing legislition and certifi-
c.tion perteining to speech correction betieen
194C wnd 1955.
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¥ rch 12 1955

-

car lr.

dere at Michig n State Colleze we are niking a study of the
nature of certificetion recuirements for speech therapists in
the various st tes. Studies on tais subject h ve been done
before, but duc to the year by year growth of speech correction
pProgr:ms in the United St:-tes, we feel thut a study of recuire-
nents existing in 1955 will be of v lue to stu'ents, teachers,

and employers in speech therapy.

To assist in accomplishin~ this end the enclosed questionnaire

is being sent to all State Den'rtuients of Public Instruction in
the United Stotes. Re-lizing th:ut your time is valuable, we have
designed the questionnaire to allow for enswering without lengthy

discussion.

rould be iwpossible to it ke such a study without the coopera-

It -
Y ur azsistance

of thne v.rious Depurtrents of Public fa:truect’ n.
in €nis =atier, at your ecarlicst :-nvenience, will be appreciated.

A suramiry of the results will be forws. rded to you if you wish.

Yours sincerely,

(}iss) Narcy Hagle




April 9, 1955

Dear ~ ]

Some time ago we wrote to you reg rdins inform.tion on certific:-
tion regquirenciits £:r sveecn tieranists in your stote. Since we
have not received a reply to our orizinal letter of karch 12, and
reclizing that t.e questionn ire may not have reached you, or has
been misplaced, we thought it advisable to send znother copy.

Our, request for informatisn is ourt of a survey of certification
requirements for speech therapnists throughout the United States,
which is being done here =t Michigan State College. Due to the
rapid growth of speech correction progrums in the United States,
Wwe feel tnut a study of t.e »resent requiremcnts will be of value
to students, teachers, and employers in speech therapy.

Responses have been gruztifying; to date, we have received replies
from forty-two stztes. We hope thiut we will be able to include
all of the st:tes in our fin.1l resuits, znd will appreciate
receiving information of Washington's progr:m at your earliest
connvenience. A sumanury of the results will bo fore:rded to you
if you wish. :

Yours sincerely,

{¥'s3) Nuncy H.gle



April 27, 1955

De:r Vr. _ 3

We heve previously written you, on March 12 and on April 9,
requesting information of _ 's public scho>sl sncech therany
Jrogram. To d.te we have received no reply. 1In the event the
questionnaire has been misplaced, we are enclosing another copy,
as we are most interc-ted in including inform tion of _ ____'s

program in our final results. If you have not yet initiated a
speech therapy program in the public schools. would you so indic. te
this on the questionnaire. However, we would be interested to
know if plans for such a program are underway.

To date we have received repli:s from forty-five states regarding
their certification requirements for speech therapists. We feel
the value of this study :ill be greater if all of tle stcotes are
represented. Will you please rush information of ___ _ 's
program to us by return mail.

Youi: sincerely,

N.ncy Higle

R T TSy

BN
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Micaigan 3t te College
East Lensing, Michigan
Anril 7, 1555

Dear Sir:

We would like to thank you for your prompt attention
to our recent request for inform tion regarding certi-
fic:tion requirements for speech therapists in your
state.

Response to our survey s been excellent. e
wpprecirte the assistance you have given us.

Yours sincerely,

Nancy Hagle

-~

Sy
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A SURVEY OF ST/.TE RE.UIRI.ZNTS FYR JERTTFIC.TION OF SPEECH T{ERAPISTS, 1955
Name o o Department of

Position State of

If you hive printzd & t~ aveil:zble I would appreciate receiving it in
addition to the answers given on tiis guestionncire.

A. GENER.L I IORVATION

yes no

1.Does your state have legislation providings [or 5.eech correction in
the public schools?
comnents:

2.Does your stats reimdburse individual school districts for the hiring
of speech correctionists?
a) If yes, when wus t is reim>ursement first given? 19 _
b) If not, do speech correction programs oper:te loc: 1ly in various
cities or districts?
comuentss

3.Is there n coordia:ting officer or department in your state for
public school speech correction programs? Please soecify
commentss

____ 4.Does your state require certification® of speech therapists hired by
the public schools? (Exclusive of general tescher certification)
a) If yes, by what office?
1) dhen w s it first required? 19 _
2) Have the overall requirements, for such certific:-tion, un er-
gone & m.jor revision since 19507
comrents:

____ >+Are speech therapists sometimes hired before meeting all of the
stote's recuirerents for certificution?
a) If yes, how long muy they teach without further meeting of the
state's rejuire ents? __ _months; _ years
comments:

B. INDIVIDUAL AND ACADEMIC REQUIREMENTS

Ple.sn chec: re uire:ents ~hich pertain to your speech correction progreom. § J
1. A gpecified number of credit hours in How meny hours™* o
___a) Speech correct’ on courses
—_b) Reluted subjects (Psychology, Ment:1 Hysiene, etc.)
__¢) Snecial education courses
_dg G :nizral educat on courses
Superv1sed clinical experience in aneech correction
f) Supervised teaching of sneech correction ! ructice
teaching)
cormments:

u|w|n|n|n
o |ololololo
olalalala

lQ

n

the ruri. 1 approval of the individual, by a recognized or established state
°r  Lader:l sg-oney, to practice speech therapy.

*

%
hourg indicated are sewester (S), quarter (Q), clock (C). Please circle one.



2. Teaching certific te
a) Ele entery

_ ___d) None
__b) Secondary

e) Other

¢) Either (snecify)
5. Degree requirements .
a) B.A. M jor Yinor
b) M.A. Mz jor Hinor
¢) Other (specify) Major Minor
4. Professional te:rching ex :erience in
a) Speech correction Amount: rmontas; Je:.rs

b) Regular classroom Amount: months; years

C. TRANSFERABILITY OF JERTTFICATION

Please indicate states
a) from which a speech correction certificate will be uccepted by
you vith no added requirements
b) which will accept your certificotion, j;;2nerally, to the best of
your knowledge

a b a
1. Alabama 26. Nebraska
2. Arizona 27. Nevada
3. Arkansas 28. New Hampshire

L. california
5. Colorado

29. New Jersey
30. New Mexico

b
6. Connecticut _ 31. Now York -
7. Delaware - 32. North Carolina o
8. (Dist. of Col.) - 33. North Daekota -
9. Florida o 4. Ohio _
10. Georgia - 35. Oklahoma -
11. Idaho o 6. Oregon -
12. Illinois - 37. Pennsylvania o
13. Indiana o 38. Rhode Island -
4. Iowa o "9. South Curolina -
15. Kanses . 40. South Dakota o
16 . Kentucky . 41. Tennessee __
17. Louisizna - L2. Texas -
18. Maine _ 43. Utah .
19. Meryla:d o 4Y4, Vermont —
20. Massachusetts o 45. Virrinia .
2l. Michigan - 46. Washington o
22. VMinnesota o 47. West Virginia o
25+ Mississippi _ 48. Wisconsin o
2k. Migsouri - 49. Wyoming o
25 - liontana o
comments:

If ou would lile to receive

a sumwry of the results plecse check here. (

)
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Minizwm Reauirements For Clinical
ion Ry The Awericun Sneech And Ieucrings Associ: tion
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Generz1 Requirements

1. 4 bochelor's desree or aisher as certified by trenscriota from the
awerding institution.

2. Memhershin in tne Avericon Speech and Hearing Associ~tion as certified
oy the Chinirw .o of the Cormittee on lenuershlip.

3. Subscription to t.c Code of Etnics of ti:e Associution as indicuted by the
apolicrnt's sicniture on the aonlication blank.

Requiremsnts For 2asic And Advonced Certific-tes

In Speech

{*jontent of ti.ese items is reguired)

Scnester Hours
Basic Advinced
1. 2usic areas: 6 0-12
anctomy and physiolosy of the eur wnd voc:l mechanism,
honetics, acemuntics, speech znd voice science, psychol-
ogy of speech, experimecntal nrhonetics, and similer areas.
2. Specinlized, professionzl course content in sveech
correction and sveeccin vpatnolorys 12 21-24
Jourse content:
*At lecst two courses in speeci correction
and/or speech pathology.
Elecctives -
Stattering, voice disorders, articulation
diszorders, cleft palute, aphasia, cerebral
vulgy .nd similer areas.
>linizzl procticum:
*3rg3ic: 2t least 2CC clock hours; Adv:inced:
addition: 1 eculvalent of % s:@mester hours
in advinced practicum. fup» to 20 hours of
cudiolozy przcticum 1y ve avnplied)

5. Svpccialized, prof:gsional course content in audiolony: ) 5=9
*iJezrin: problems znd the testing of hecring. . N}
Elective: ;
Introduction to audiolory, zcuditory, treininag, b7
sneech rexdine, speech for the acoustically b

nindicapoed, problems of the child with a
necring loss and similer areas.
4. Other areus: 9 15~-18
*Child psycholory for cnild develonment)
*lientrl hyciene (or psychology of adjustient)
*Jandidates for the Advinced Jertificate must
present a total of 12 semester hours in psy-
ciuoloy bheyong tie elercuntary courses
Electives in approvoricte areas




iy}

3emecster Hours

Rasie Adv nced

po)

6]

5. Profession:l experience:

*lasic certificzte: one yeur of pnreregistered
experience followinz tne completion of the
above listed accdemic requireuents.

*Advi:nced certificate: four years of preregister-
ed exverience following the comnletion of the
sbove listed acadeunic recuirements for the
basic certificate.
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