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Postsecondary Agriculture Majors Opinion’s of PowerPoint vs. Prezi
Introduction/Need for Research

As teachers, we should encourage students to use and incorporate technology as a tool for teaching and learning (Beers, 2007). By exposing students to new technologies and allowing them to incorporate these into their presentations, we make the classroom a welcoming place of creativity, collaboration, and investigation. The beneficial use of emerging technology to facilitate learning has been established in numerous research studies (Selwyn, 2007; Messner, 2009). More research is necessary to adjust current teaching practices and investigate how to effectively use technology to improve learning (McGlynn, 2005). One such technology that is currently being investigated is the use of multi-media presentation software.

PowerPoint has for many years been a very popular option for teacher and student led lessons, but lately there have been several web-based presentation software that have begun to see more use. These include programs like SlideRocket, Impress by OpenOffice, and Presentations by Google Docs. A different choice is the online presentation software known as Prezi. Prezi is an interactive and visually pleasing tool that uses zooming and spatial relationships to present information. Similar to PowerPoint, Prezi has the capability to incorporate text and various other types of media (YouTube videos, pictures & weblinks). The difference is that Prezi uses a more streamlined approach that emphasizes both the big picture and the connections among ideas. According to Bernhardt (2006), “The knowledge conveyed to the listeners increases when there is audience participation and the presenter’s style is dynamic and engaging,” (p. 317). 

While each tool has its benefits, both have also seen some criticism. According to Harris (2004), “More often, clear-thinking, articulate people who use PowerPoint are transformed into muddied, monotonous speakers who shoehorn their thoughts into bullet points and anesthetize audiences with their slideshows,” (p. 50). Prezi has faced some less than gleaming reviews for its unfamiliar interface and dizzying zooming (Anderson, 2004).

Conceptual Framework

The purpose of this study was to compare student’s opinions of the multi-media presentation tools PowerPoint and Prezi. Multimedia presentations are a powerful tool in a teacher’s arsenal. Mayer (2001) defined multimedia as a presentation containing words (spoken or printed) and pictures (graphics, animations, diagrams and videos). This study addresses research priority four of the American Association for Agricultural Education (AAAE) National Research Agenda – Meaningful, Engaged Learning in All Environments (Doerfert, 2011).

Methodology

The population for this study was postsecondary agriculture students with the sample being taken from undergraduate students enrolled in agriculture courses at [University]. The researcher collected surveys from 100 students resulting in a response rate of 81%. All students had received instruction using both PowerPoint and Prezi on multiple occasions. The students were asked to answer questions about the two multimedia presentation tools using the Prezi Effectiveness Scale (Lyng, 2011). Responses were measured on a likert-type scale ranging from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). The validity had previously been established and the reliability was determined through a Cronbach’s alpha score of 0.69. Nunnally (1967) suggested that Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of .5-.6 are efficient in the early stages of research.

Findings

	Postsecondary Agriculture Majors Measure of the Prezi Effectiveness Scale

	
	PowerPoint
	Prezi

	Question
	M
	SD
	M
	SD

	I recall material better when using
	3.79
	0.74
	4.07
	0.72

	I have a positive attitude towards
	3.68
	0.82
	3.89
	0.87

	….holds my attention better
	3.13
	0.99
	3.84
	0.90

	….helps me understand the big picture
	3.50
	0.78
	3.82
	0.83

	Less likely to attend class when using
	2.65
	1.03
	2.22
	0.89

	… is overused in class
	2.84
	1.13
	2.01
	0.91

	Next time I present I plan to use…
	2.80
	1.02
	3.64
	0.94


Lyng, B. (2011) The Prezi Effectiveness Scale 

When asked about barriers to using the two presentation tools the student opinions were mixed. Students felt that PowerPoint was “boring”, “overused” and “too linear”. On the other hand, Students cited Prezi as “a little hard to learn”, “dizzying” and “fun, but a little wild”.

Conclusions
The students were found to have an overall higher opinion of lessons presented with Prezi over PowerPoint. Material presented using Prezi was found to be retained by students at a higher rate. Furthermore, students were found to have a more positive attitude toward the use of Prezi. The findings of this research has shown that using Prezi vs. PowerPoint for an instructional plan helps student to have a better understanding of the big picture and is superior in holding their attention. Respondents felt less motivated to attend class when PowerPoint was being used as compared to Prezi. As a multimedia component of an instructional plan, students felt PowerPoint was overused. When asked about choosing which multimedia presentation tool they would most likely use the next time they present, students were found to favor the use of Prezi.
	
Implications

Successful teachers need to continue to integrate new and exciting ways of presenting material to keep students engaged. It is vital that university faculty inspire students to use new multimedia presentation tools, like Prezi, for class projects. Using dynamic presentation tools will keep students engaged and promote learning in the classroom. Further research should be done on different types of multimedia and ways that using these presentation tools can increase student learning and classroom attention. 
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