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Chapter 12: Developing a Public Presentation
SAGE Journal Article and Discussion Questions
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Discussion Questions 

1. Chapter Twelve explains how the sequence and structure of evidence offered in a public speech affects how an audience understands the speaker’s argument. Although dealing with written communication, this study tests how slight changes in the order and content of a message can change the readers’ perceptions of the truth of a report. Briefly describe how the four messages used in this experiment differ from one another. What do the terms "context" and "controversy" mean in this study? 
2. This article shows how media messages frame scientific issues for an audience. A public speaker, through the selection and organization of evidence, performs the same function. The authors find a significant difference in how people who were already convinced about global warming perceived the messages, as compared to those individuals who were uncertain about global warming. Given the nature of uncertainty as described in this article, what guidelines should an ethical public speaker follow in presenting information? How does this relate to the speaker’s purpose? To audience analysis and adaptation? 
3. What two strategies are used by journalists when sources offer conflicting claims about the topic? What do the authors of this article argue are the problems with these strategies? If you are giving a speech about a controversial topic, and you perceive the audience has a great deal of uncertainty surrounding this topic, what would the authors of this study likely advise about the presentation of evidence? Why? 
4. One question this research explores is the nature of media reporting. As Duck and McMahan have made clear, speakers and their audiences dwell in a vast landscape of information. Considering the findings in this study, compare messages received from journalistic reports in the media to messages received from a public speaker/fellow classmate in the classroom to messages received from a scientific source. Which is more credible? Which is more comprehensible? Which is more powerful? What are the advantages and disadvantages of each? 
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