
Marine Science: MARE 470 Senior Thesis (DL—synchronous) (Fall 2021) 

Assignment:  Students completing the year-long capstone were asked to present their projects in a 10-12 minute online 
presentation. See the attached for specific guidelines including how much text per page, table and data formatting, 
maximizing visual impact, etc. 
 
  

MARE 470 
Fall 2021 

Organization and 
Structure 

Content* Language** Delivery 

Presentation 1  
Willard 

    

Reader 1 4 4 4 3 
Reader 2 3 3 3 3 
Reader 3 4 4 4 3 
average 3.66 3.66 3.66 3.00 
Median 4.00 4.00 4.00 3.00 

Presentation 2      
Reader 1 4 4 4 4 
Reader 2 3 4 4 3 
Reader 3 3 3 4 3 
average 3.33 3.66 4.00 3.33 
median 3.00 4.00 4.00 3.00 

Presentation 3      
Reader 1 4 3 3 3 
Reader 2 3 3 3 3 
Reader 3 3 3 3 3 
average 3.33 3.00 3.00 3.00 
median 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Presentation 4      
Reader 1 4 3 3 4 
Reader 2 4 3 4 4 
Reader 3 3 3 3 3 
average 3.66 3.00 3.33 3.66 
median 4.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 

Presentation 5      
Reader 1 3 3 2 3 
Reader 2 4 4 3 3 
Reader 3 3 3 3 3 
average 3.33 3.33 2.66 3.00 
median 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Presentation 6      
Reader 1 4 3 4 3 
Reader 2 3 3 3 3 
Reader 3 3 3 3 3 
average 3.33 3.00 3.33 3.00 
median 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Presentation 7      
Reader 1 4 3 4 3 
Reader 2 3 4 3 3 
Reader 3 4 4 4 4 
average 3.66 3.66 3.66 3.33 



Median 4.00 4.00 4.00 3.00 
Presentation 8     

Reader 1 4 3 4 4 
Reader 2 4 4 4 4 
Reader 3 4 4 4 3 
average 4.00 3.66 4.00 3.66 
median 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 

Presentation 9     
Reader 1 4 4 4 3 
Reader 2 3 4 4 4 
Reader 3 4 4 4 4 
average 3.66 4.00 4.00 3.66 
median 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 

Presentation 10     
Reader 1 3 2 2 2 
Reader 2 3 3 3 2 
Reader 3 NA NA NA NA 

average/median 3.00 2.50 2.50 2.00 
AVERAGE 

n = 10 
 
Reader 1 and 2 
Correlation: r = .50, p = 
.14 
Kappa:  -.06 
P-value: .628 
 
Reader 1 and 3 
Correlation: r = .50, p = 
.14 
Kappa:  .03 
P-value: .759 
 
Reader 2 and 3 
Correlation: r = .32, p = 
.404 
Kappa:  .14 
P-value: .353 
 

3.49 
 

Reader 1: 3.80 
Reader 2: 3.30 

Reader 3: 3.44* 

3.34 
 

Reader 1: 3.20 
Reader 2: 3.50 

Reader 3: 3.44* 

3.41 
 

Reader 1: 3.40 
Reader 2: 3.40 

Reader 3: 3.55* 

3.16 
 

Reader 1: 3.20 
Reader 2: 3.20 

Reader 3: 3.22* 

Inter-Rater 2/10 (20%) 4/10 40%) 4/10 (40%) 5/10 (50%) 
 

Comments by scorers:  Overall, the ten students who presented their thesis scored at or above competency with the exception of one student, who 
seemed to struggle with both the content and preparation (one evaluator noted the presentation was shorter than the required time).  Of those 
scoring at competency, there were minor problems with speed of delivery (i.e. too rushed), the lack of careful follow-up or explanations of key 
concepts or images, transitions, too much text, lack of eye contact and other physical gesturing, volume, and choice of language (i.e.. “um” 
pauses”); however, this may be attributed to the DL platform as speaking via Zoom is certainly not the same as addressing a live audience. While 
face-to-face presentations allow students to rehearse and gauge the effectiveness of their aids in a physical setting, the online platform does not. 
As a result, some students did not seem aware that their visual enhancements (which sometimes contained a lot crowded text) actually detracted 
from their presentation for viewers tuning in via their computers. The DL planform also seemed to encourage students to “read off of their 
PowerPoints” as there is no one to physically address. Furthermore, as one evaluator noted, turning off the cameras of the audience created a 
situation where one may feel like one is “talking to a wall   . . . . the lack of that with the camera off provides low energy for the presenter. It also 
means that the presenter has no means of adjusting to the audience, because they don't know if they are connecting to the audience. Other 
technological things that affects presenting are the use of mics and the specs of the camera being used. To no fault of their own, the lower the 



quality of either of those the lower the reception of speech. The same can be said for the strength of the internet of the presenter and the 
audience members. Really, in my opinion, factoring in all of technical logistics, it makes the presenting experience so much more difficult.” 

Response by Program: The Marine Science Department will be contacting the instructor who specializes in public speaking in the Communication 
Department to brainstorm instructional ideas for DL oral presentations. 

 


