Artifact 4: Discussion Protocols and Dialogic Practices Activity
Name: Alanna Mayberry

Facilitator Move: Balancing
Description: Encourages others to join and speak, especially when one person might be doing all the talking.
Implementation: I chose balancing because students often default to letting one dominant speaker take over the conversation. It highlights multiple viewpoints. A pitfall is that some students may still be reluctant to speak up even when encouraged or feel put on the spot.
Facilitator Move: Paraphrasing
Description: Restating what a participant has said and ask for validation on the rephrase as well as open it up for the speaker to add clarity and depth.
Implementation: I chose paraphrasing because it models active listening and ensures the student is being heard. It also helps reduce misunderstandings. A potential pitfall is sounding repetitive or patronizing or even judgmental.
Facilitator Move: Making Space
Description: Directly addressing students who haven’t spoken to share their thoughts.
Implementation: I use this to promote equity of voice, especially in diverse classrooms. It signals that all voices are valuable and encourages a wider range of perspectives to be shared. A pitfall is putting pressure on students who are not always comfortable with sharing.
Discussion Protocol: Think-Pair-Share 
Implementation: I use this in my anatomy class when students are introduced to a new organ system or new content. It allows time for individual reflection followed by low-pressure discussion and encourages brainstorming and thinking about the material in a new way. It’s great for building confidence in the material.  It can lead to off topic conversations or one person of the pair to dominant.
Discussion Protocol: Fishbowl 
Implementation: I will implement this when discussing ethically sensitive issues like cadaver usage or illness/pathologies that may have sex, ancestral, or genetically driven causality. It allows deeper reflection while others observe and helps to moderate the perspective placed on the topic, so it stays constructive. A challenge is keeping observers engaged without active roles.
Discussion Protocol: Final Word
Implementation: I use this after students read personal accounts of illness (e.g., Crohn’s disease). It invites interpretation and emotional response which can facilitate natural, instead of rote, memorization. A pitfall is discomfort with vulnerability and sharing personal accounts of illness.
Discussion Protocol: Sequencing 
Implementation: This move helps manage multiple student input in class discussions, especially when discussing an area like joint issues, that can lead to a lot of participation across several related topics and pathologies. It helps to keep focus on the theme while encouraging a lot of participation and discussion. It risks going off topic or losing the theme if not sequenced well with some paraphrasing for guidance.
Discussion Protocol: Tolerating Silence 
Implementation: I use this after a provocative question or on that is more detailed and content centered to let students think and reflect. It models patience and respect for internal processing. The challenge is any discomfort (mine or the students) with silence can lead to an interruption that can change trains of thought or cut students off from fully processing the topic or theme.
Discussion Protocol: Calling for Responses
Implementation: I apply this when students share new insights from cadaver work that leads to facial expression that indicate interest, confusion, or disagreement. It helps draw in varied reactions and encourages conflict within the topic to draw critical thinking. A drawback is it can stall if no one volunteers or if the topic is not diverse enough to create a centered interest from the students.
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