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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):
	Theatre Arts
	Department:
	TRFT

	Department Chair:
	Anne Fountain
	Phone:
	44530

	Report Prepared by:
	Amy Glazer
	Phone:
	44585


Student Learning Outcome (SLO)

	SLO #4 Demonstrate how to plan, perform, produce, write and direct for stage and screen; demonstrate professional-level skills of production; design for and operate contemporary technologies


Evidence for Need:  
What evidence was used to identify this SLO as a candidate for improvement (e.g., describe the prior assessment activities, data, and discussions that led to this decision)?
In TA 112, Advanced Directing Projects, and TA116, Directing, we felt that the level of student productions revealed a lack of production values and an inability to articulate the desired level of production skills. This assessment came about from review by a number of faculty members critiquing the student work and teaching these classes, both scene-study projects in the context of the directing class (116) and student written and directed short-plays, in the context of the advanced directing projects (112). Student directors were not as fluid in making adjustments with their actors as in the past, and most importantly the work lacked requisite storytelling details in the scenic, sound and property design of the pieces. Also, faculty felt the design concepts, direction and dramaturgy of these new scripts required greater research and understanding of time and place in order to articulate/translate that to the stage and to an audience. 

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 major change was to the directing curriculum for TA116. We have added an entire unit on research and dramaturgy as well as an on-site workshop with the library liaison. This has been incorporated into the course curriculum and syllabus. We have also brought to class designers from the industry to talk about the importance and weight a property, furniture piece or even ground plan can have in storytelling. That too has been incorporated into our curriculum. Finally, we have added a unit on communicating with the actor, teaching young directors several “languages” through which they can adjust actors and communicate, navigate and shape the beats of the scene and ultimately an entire play.

In advanced directing projects, we have also reworked the curriculum to lead the students through a guided production process that we hope will elevate their production values and play concept, and demonstrate a more professional level of skills in their student designed and directed projects as they articulate their concepts.
Evidence for Impact:  
What is the evidence that the actions taken above impacted student learning for this outcome? 
Although we are still in the process of evaluating these curricular changes and how they have impacted the SLO, there is evidence that the quality of student projects and the production values and skills are certainly improving. Students have gained a greater independence as they have learned to navigate the library and Internet as a research tool for getting visual ideas, information about their writers, and a historical context for their plays.

The work presented this past semester, fall 2009, was simple but substantial. Projects were more visually stimulating, and students were more willing to think outside of the box when incorporating technology into their staged projects.  Also visible in their presentations was a greater understanding of the “mise en scène” in the visual choices they made and in the production values exhibited through their work. With greater expectations for student work, we are finding that students are more likely to deliver a product that forwards their concept utilizes their research, and incorporates technology and higher production values into their work.

This semester, with the presentation of the advanced directing student written projects, we will continue to look at the skill levels as evidenced in presented projects. We will also look at a certain level of professionalism as it influences the way students present their work publicly. Finally, with a guided production schedule, we hope student projects will reflect a greater level of craft and skill.
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