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As you now know an interim report on the assessment of student learning is due to WASC in fall of 2010. We have been asked to demonstrate that we are using assessment data to improve student learning (i.e., “closing the assessment loop”) and that the assessment process is sustainable. To that end, we are asking programs to report on their most complete student learning outcome (SLO) during this reporting cycle. Please identify your selected SLO in the box below and provide the requested information.
Program Information

	Degree Program(s):
	B.A. Theatre
	Department:
	TRFT

	Department Chair:
	Dr. Ethel Walker
	Phone:
	924-4530

	Report Prepared by:
	Buddy Butler
	Phone:
	924-4664


Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	SLO #2:  Understand the historical and contemporary structure of script, and the social and political effects of a performance on an audience.


Evidence for Need:  

What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities and data that led to this decision)?

Although Theatre History (TA120) cannot be taught  without discussing performance, however students in our upper division classes tend to have difficulty understanding the historical and theatrical environment that produces performance.  Students seem to struggle with the concepts of following the historical, cultural and religious implications of the performance and the philosophical motivations of the major artist who shaped the theatrical experience.  Therefore in many cases the instructor must repeat work the students should have learned in  our lower division courses like, TA-10-Theatre Appreciation and TA-11-Script Analysis.  The major cause of this inadequacy is a belief among students that theatre history is boring!  Also the performance student would rather be working on the stage than reading about what has happen on the stage.  They see this class as theoretical not practical so its significance holds less importance.

Changes to Curriculum or Pedagogy:  

What actions were taken to improve student learning related to this outcome (e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc)?

The first major change to this course was a change of approach Theatre History must not be taught as a dead museum showcase but rather as a living, breathing organism that speaks to a contemporary audience regardless of age or period.  To achieve this goal modifications of the required text and course assignments were undertaken, which included he introduction of a new text: A Cultural History of Theatre.  Also in Fall of 2008 a course reader was introduced which allows for a more cultural comparisons in scripts and performance related activities.  A performance component was also added to the major research assignment, thereby allowing the students to better understand the transformation process of “from the page to the stage”.   The course now attempts and has been successful in bringing in at least one guest professional artist each semester to give the students a “now” perspective on the theatrical experience.   The final curriculum change was the reduction of the papers required by one and the addition of “live” performances from 2 to 3.  

Evidence for Impact:  

What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 

We are still in the process of evaluating the impact of the current changes.  In the Fall 08 semester the enrollment numbers in TA-120 w ere up.  Of the 35 students enrolled  (four were graduate students) there was 1-A+, 8-A’s, and 8-A-‘s this equals a little more than 50% of the total class.  Only 2 students failed the class.  One incomplete has been finished which also resulted in an A and there is one still outstanding.

We will also begin the process to change and update the theatre curriculum beginning Fall 09  and hope to have it implemented by Fall2010.  
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