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Benefits: Online Oral Presentations 

 
• Students: Increased use of online communication  

•  Teach best practices 
•  “Real world” preparation 

• Faculty: Emerging technologies 
• Efficient delivery models 
• More flexibility 

•  Institutions: Heightened access  
•  Increased summer enrollments 
• Students won’t take “gen ed” courses elsewhere 

 



 
Challenges: Online Oral Presentations 

 • Students 
•  Feelings of isolation 
•  Reduced communication 
•  Decreased engagement 
•  Lack of “real” speaking experience 

 
•  Faculty 

•  Possible apprehension about online teaching 
•  Non-traditional work hours 
•  Revised assignments 
•  New technology 

 
•  Institutions 

•  Funding for technology/equipment 
•  Training and support for instructors and students 



 
Virtual Public Speaking (VPS):  

Course Re-design 
 • Context 

• Online Classroom 
• Professional Assignments 

• Goals 
• Maintain Rigor 
• Authentic Audience 
• Real-time Feedback 

 



VPS Features & Benefits 
• Explore strategies for various speaking situations 
 

• Deliver speeches with live audiences  
 

• Engage in a learning community 
 

• Practice active listening skills 
 

• Learn strategies to reduce speaker apprehension  
 

• Engage with new technologies 



VPS Course Structure 
Speeches: 50% 

§ Asynchronous assignments: 
•  Speech 1: Informative Podcast (3-4 min) 

§ Synchronous assignments: 
•  Speech 2: Online Interview (4-5 min) 
•  Speech 3: Progress Report w/ PPT (5-6 min + Q&A) 
•  Speech 4: Persuasive Video w/ PPT (7-8 min) 

Assessments: 25% 
§ Unit quizzes & final exam 

Participation: 25% 
§  Virtual meetings, activities, peer critiques 





 
 
 



Implementation Considerations: 
Technology  

 
• Student considerations 

•  Post-college use 
•  No extra expense 
•  Learn useful skill/program 

• Faculty considerations 
•  Training options 
•  Support options 
•  Resistance  



Implementation Considerations:  
Logistics  

• Student considerations 
•  Group meetings: Realistic nature of assignments 
•  Audience feedback: Peer & self critiques 

• Faculty considerations 
•  No set class time: Arrange groups based on availability 
•  Meet online or watch recordings 



Assessment Goals: Stakeholders 
 

1.  Students 
 

2.  Instructors 
 

3.  University  
•  Departments requiring the course 
•  Oral Communication Assessment (accrediting bodies – state 

or professional) 



Assessment: Methodology 
• Pre-post survey rated skills in 

• Oral presentation competencies  
• Proficiency with course-specific technology  
 

u Pre-assessment showed students rated public 
speaking competence higher than their competence 
with specific technology.  

 



Assessment: Results 
• Reported growth in every category!  
 
• Greatest perceived gains in 

• Using technology  
• Organizing speech content 
• Speaking concisely 
• Managing anxiety 

 
 



Rate your expertise with the 
following:	

Pre-instruction mean (N=99)	 Post-instruction mean  
(N=70)	
(difference from pre-test)	

Technology for recording & 
uploading speeches	

2.82	 4.20 (+1.38)	

Creating effective podcasts	 2.48	 4.11 (+1.63)	

Participating in effective online 
meetings	

2.59	 4.36 (+1.77)	

Participating in successful 
online interviews	

2.30	 4.27 (+1.97)	

Developing effective video 
presentations for websites	

2.38	 4.16 (+1.78)	

Compared to 
classmates, rate your 
technology skills:	

Pre-instruction mean 
(N=99)	

Post-instruction mean 
(N=70)	
(difference  from pre-test)	

Significantly above	 5%	 11% (+6%)	
Above my classmates	 18%	 30% (+12%)	
Even with my 
classmates	

63%	 59% (- 4%)	

Below my classmates	 14%	 0% (-14%)	
Significantly below	 0%	 0%	



Rate skill level on the 
following:	

Pre-instruction mean 
(N=99) (difference from 
pre)	

Post-instruction mean 
(N=70)	
(difference from pre)	

Presentation creation	 3.26	 4.13 (+ .87)	
Speech outline	 3.10	 4.21 (+ 1.11)	
Tailor content for audience	 3.35	 4.21 (+ .86)	
Speaks concisely 	 3.10	 4.10 (+ 1.00)	
Engages audience	 3.12	 4.10 (+ .98)	
Manage PRE-speech 
anxiety 	

2.81	 3.72 (+ .91)	

Manages anxiety DURING 
speech	

2.82	 3.96 (+ 1.14)	

Incorporate visual support 
for message	

3.43	 4.36 (+ .93)	

Answer post-speech 
questions from audience	

3.35	 4.40 (+ 1.05)	



“I’m glad I had the opportunity to take this course online instead 
of in the classroom and feel that I learned much more in this 
setting than I would have in a traditional classroom.”  
 
“Even though I was apprehensive about public speaking coming 
into the course, now my anxiety level about speaking in front 
of others has decreased.”   
 
“I had no experience with any online public speaking tools…
During my internship I learned that they use WebEx to 
communicate with their subsidiaries in other countries, so 
learning to use the tools WebEx offers will be very helpful 
for me as I begin my career.” 
 
“I was applying for jobs and getting interviews, so it was great 
practice for me for my professional life.”  
 



Conclusions 
Online instruction can be as effective as traditional, when 

the course is designed properly. 
 

1)  Social presence 
2)  Recognize greater gaps with technology  
3)  Focus on professional application 
4)  Transparency with assignments, grading, etc. 
5)  Anxiety & need for community-building 
6)  Technology training  



Considerations for your course? 

• Online presentations in fully online course? 
 
• Online presentations in F2F course? 
 
• Questions? 


