Core Course Assessment Progress Report Cover Sheet:

Course Title & Number:   Intro to Theatre and Dance_DRTH 2200 

For Calendar Year:         Fall 05, Summer II 2005, Spring 06____________

(Date submitted to review committee:  _Oct 5, 2006______By: B J Bray__________

Overall Rating:__________________________________

Respond to all six parts following the “Core Course Assessment Progress Report Instructions.”  (NOTE:  Parts 1 through 4 can be copied from the relevant sections of your assessment plan.)  Attach additional pages as needed.

Year five of a five-year cycle. 

All Goals and Objectives addressed this year. 

1. What are your student learning goals for this core course?  Which core competencies does it address?

Goals

Methodology:  This course is intended to explore the variables of the art form:  venue, time, present tense social interaction, performance as presence, and the ontology of acting through observed performances, textual materials, and active classroom experience of the components of production.

1. To introduce students to the six components of drama in a theatrical production in order to have an aesthetic experience in Theatre & Dance.  Students will be seeing men and women in action and observing what they do and why they do it.  For a brief time students will share an experience with actors or dancers that is imitative, provocative, entertaining, and magical.  Through classroom activities and Theatre/Dance living quality, students will become aware of what they like and what they do not like.  [Aesthetic Experience, Social and Cultural Awareness, Critical Thinking, Historical Consciousness, International Awareness, Verbal Literacy]

2. To present basic information to students about the history of theatre and dance through vocabulary and descriptive terms used in these disciplines.  [Aesthetic Experience, Social and Cultural Awareness, Critical Thinking, Historical Consciousness, International Awareness]

3. To have students attend live theatre/dance performances and have an opportunity to have an aesthetic experience.  .  [Aesthetic Experience, Social and Cultural Awareness, Critical Thinking, Historical Consciousness, International Awareness]

4. To improve student reading, writing, discussing and listening skills through critical thinking, problem-solving activities, and active classroom experiences.

[Aesthetic Experience, Social and Cultural Awareness, Critical Thinking, Historical Consciousness, International Awareness, Verbal Literacy[

2. What are your learning objectives or outcomes associated with each student learning goal?

The following Objectives apply to all  4 goals.

· To develop the ability to answer the following question:

· What is the theatrical experience?

· What is it about?

· Why is it necessary?

· What is the relationship of the performer to the audience?

· To understand theatre and dance as a virtual realm, and in relation to other art forms              

· To understand culture, society, and self-through the art of theatrical interpretation.

Brackets indicate Blue Ribbon Core Competencies connected to the objectives 

1. [Aesthetic Experience, Social and Cultural Awareness] Students will have the opportunity to experience the art forms (theatre and dance) that use images and music to provide audiences with direct experiences. UALR Theatre, Arkansas Repertory Theatre, Weekend Theatre, Community Theatre, Shakespeare of Arkansas, Arkansas Arts Center Children's Theatre, Murry's Dinner Theatre. 

2. [Aesthetic Experience, Critical Thinking, Historical Consciousness, Social and Cultural Awareness] Students will demonstrate an understanding of the background and analytic skills necessary to understand, and enjoy live theatre and dance by discussion, writing, exams, active classroom experience, and critical thinking. 

3. [Historical Consciousness, International Awareness, Social and Cultural Awareness, Critical Thinking] Students will demonstrate an understanding of theatre and dance in the historical and social context of the society which sustains them by discussion, writing, critical thinking, active classroom experience, and exams. 

4. [Critical Thinking, Verbal Literacy] Students will organize and articulate their live theatrical experience through written critiques relevant to the question and instructions. 


3.  Where will the objectives be addressed in the course?  (Attach Curriculum Assessment Map for Course Assessment.)Curriculum Assessment map for Course Assessment:

DRTH 2200 – Introduction to Theatre/Dance

	Goals
	Objectives/Outcomes
	Activity
	Used for Assessment

	Goal #1: Aesthetic experience/

6 drama components
	Outcome # 1

Objective 1,2,3

Watching live theatre
	Discussion

Multiple choice exams

Short in-class essays

Critiques
	No

Yes

Yes

Yes

	
	Outcome #2

Objectives 1,2,3

Classroom activities
	Discussion

Multiple choice exams

Short in-class essays

Critiques

Class projects
	No

No

Not at this time

No

Not at this time

	.Goal #2: Theatre terminology  and history
	Outcome# 1

Objectives 1,2,3

Background and analytic skills

Aesthetic experience

Social & cultural awareness

Critical Thinking

Historical Consciousness

International awareness


	Short in-class essays

Pre-post multiple choice exams

Critiques

Class project

Exams
	Yes

Yes

Yes

Not at this time

No

 

	Goal #4: Problem-solving activities
	Outcome # 1

Objectives 1,2,3

Write well reasoned papers 

Aesthetic experience

Social & cultural awareness

Critical thinking

Historical consciousness

International awareness

Verbal Literacy


	Critiques or review
	Yes

.

	
	Outcome #2

Class project

Objectives 1,2,3


	Script, acting presentation
	Not at this time


4.  How will you assess each objective? (a) Methods; b) Design; c) Assessment cycle; d) Stakeholder involvement.)

Methods for Assessment Achievement Plan

· Instructors will learn more about the level of aesthetic awareness of the typical student.

· Measure students knowledge of materials covered in class by giving Pre & Post Course Questionnaire.

· Measure students’ ability to write an analysis of one video viewed during the first two weeks of the semester.  This writing analysis will then be compared to a writing assignment at the end of the semester.

· Measure student’s ability to write a critique of one of the live theatrical performances they attended.  Aristotle’s six components of drama should be included. Students’ knowledge of theatrical terms and how they are applied.

· Be mindful of the distinction made by Galileo of qualities easily measured, and those which cannot be easily measured, which includes color, sound, beauty, harmony, taste and smell. 

· Develop an appropriate assessment tool to evaluate analyses.

Design and Assessment Cycle

· Syllabi for Fall 2005, Spring 2006 and Summer II 2005 included Goals of the Intro to Theatre/Dance Core course and Student Learning Objectives as related to the Core Competencies.  

· Samples from the Fall 2005, Spring 2006 and Summer II 2005 classes were collected from Intro instructors.  The assessment coordinator attended 8 Intro sections in the Fall 2005, 8 Intro sections in the Spring 2006 and 2 Intro sections in Summer II 2005:

· Administered a seven-question general information questionnaire, followed by 15 questions related to the Intro 2200 course.  (Pre-test Course Questionnaire)

· Instructed students to analyze what they viewed from the video.  The video was approximately 6 minutes.  After viewing, the student was given 10 - 15 minutes to write a short paragraph. (Pre Course Writing Sample) 

· Administered the Post-test Course Questionnaire, which consisted of the same fifteen questions on the Pre-test Course Questionnaire, on their final exam day or before.  The students also viewed the same video from the Pre-test Writing Sample and were asked to write a short paragraph.  They were told to theatrically describe and analyze what they viewed using theatrical terminology. (Post Course Writing Sample) 

· The rubric, based on the SOLO Taxonomy but modified to reflect the theatrical terminology of DRTH 2200, was used. The three faculty that were to evaluate the samples, along with the consent of the assessment coordinator, read for aesthetic application of theatrical terms through correct application/usage to their evaluation rubric.

· Assessment core chairman collected all materials from the Intro 2200 faculty.  Only students that had completed both the Pre & Post Test Course Questionnaires and the Pre & Post Course Writing Samples were used. 

Pre & Post Test Questionnaires

· As a result, 130 students during the Fall 2005, 120 students during the Spring 2006 and 17 during the Summer II 2006 have completed all materials.  Each semester students’ questionnaires will be compiled.

· Results will be given to each faculty member for their class.

· Students’ answers will be compiled for data report and graphs.

Pre & Post Course Writing Samples

· From each class the assessment coordinator will pull 5 student-writing samples.  These five students will be identified as those having last names beginning with a letter designated by the assessment coordinator.  If a class has fewer than 5 students whose last name begins with the designated letter, the assessment coordinator will move to the next letter in the alphabet and so continue until 5 papers have been selected.  These papers were then assigned numbers that only the assessment coordinator would know.

· The Pre & Post Course Writing Samples will then be given to the Department Secretary to type.

· Three faculty will evaluate the writing samples using the rubric. 

· Assessment coordinator will then compile the interrater reliability.

· The students in DRTH 2200 wrote a critique of one of the live theatrical performances they attended.  Students were to follow the instructor’s instructions and syllabus.

Stakeholders Involvement

· Instructors learn more about the level of aesthetic awareness of the students.

· Results are given to each faculty member.

· Three faculty evaluate the writing samples.

· Report is available to anyone from Assessment Central at UALR

Results

· The faculty has a workable rubric and procedure for the assessment of student work.

· At the completion of Fall 2005, Spring 2006 and Summer II 2006, students had completed the pre and post tests

· The 47 that had never attended a live theatrical performance have now seen live theatre upon completion of the course.

· The findings show that through our teaching methods, the students are learning and retaining materials.  All sections of classes showed improvements.  Through the process of assessment in the Intro to Theatre/Dance 2200 course, the instructors are working together and the results of the assessment prove we are covering our material.  

· The interrater reliability results shows that the faculty training in reading the sample writings has greatly improved from previous Assessment Reports..  The interrater reliabiliby has continued to improve because of having the same three readers for the past five years.  The consistency in the results has improved..  

· Writing examples have been analyzed for the material they contain.

· The pre-post multiple choice questions cover Goals 1,2 and objectives 2,3.

· The in-class writings of a live performance on film, cover Goals 1,2,4 and Objectives 2,3,4.

· Attending a live performance covers Goals 3 and Objectives 1,4.

· Written critiques covers Goals 1,2,3,4, and Objectives 1,2,3,4

· The findings are as follows:

General Information questions

· Classification - 



 Fall 2005


Spring 2006

          Summer II 2006



Freshman 21%


Freshman 25%


Freshman 25% 



Sophomores 40%

Sophomores 45%

Sophomores 8%



Juniors 22%


Juniors 14%


Juniors 37%



Seniors 15%


Seniors 12%


Seniors 29%



Other 0%


Others 0%


Others 0%

Intro 2200 is a Sophomore level class

· World Lit -



52 had completed 
             41 had completed

 7 had completed

71 had not completed

55 had not completed

 9 had not completed



 7 currently enrolled

24 currently enrolled

  1 currently enrolled 

· Rhetoric -




114 had completed

 91 had completed

14 had completed



    8 had not completed

 27 had not completed

  3 had not completed



    8 currently enrolled

   2 currently enrolled

  0 currently enrolled
· Theatre or acting experience - 



105  0-1 year of experience
 86  0-1 year of experience
13  0-1 year of experience

  16  1-2 years of experience
 24  1-2 years of experience
  1  1-2 year of experience



    5  3-4 years of experience          7  3-4 years of experience          1  3-4 years of experience


    4  Over 5 years of experience    3  Over 5 years of experience     2  Over 5 years of experience

· Location of the experience - 




46 High school


44 High school


10 High school



 9 Community Theatre

11 Community Theatre

  1 Community Theatre



 1 Professional Theatre

  3 Professional Theatre

  0 Professional Theatre



72 No experience

62 No experience

  6 No experience

· Attended live performances - 




25  Never


18  Never


 4  Never



82  1 or 2 a year


70  1 or 2 a year


12  1 or 2 a year



14  3 or 4 a year


24  3 or 4 a year


  1  3 or 4 a year

 

  9  over 4 a year

  8  over 4 a year 

  0  over 4 a year

· Dance Training - 


         
101  0-1 year

           86  0-1 year


  8  0-1 year


  12  1-2 years

           16  1-2 years


  2  1-2 years



  12  3-4 years


3   3-4 years


  7  3-4 years



    5  over 5 years
            15  over 5 years


  0  over 5 years

The above information gives an overall view of the students taking Intro 2200.  The 63 that had never attended a live theatrical performance have now seen live theatre upon completion of the course.  The best evaluation of the course is when an instructor sees former students attending theatrical performances.

Pre & Post test results




    Fall 2005

     Spring 2006

Summer II 2006


     
Question     Pre-test        Post-test
    Pre-test      Post-test
           Pre-test       Post-test



      1
         45%
     74%
      66%
  59% 

 47%   
         94%



      2
         56%
     80%                  34%
  80%

 41%
         76%


      3
         65%
     77%
      28%
  74%

 41%
         64%


      4
         48%
     93%
      48%
  78%

 70%
        100%


      5
         39%
     70%
      25%
  74%

 11%
        100%


      6
         86%
     87%
      67%
  91%

 82%
          94%


      7
        63%
     70%
      60%
  75%

 52%
          82%


      8
        95%
     98%
      78%
  99%
           100%
        100%


      9
        85%
     95%
      66%    
  97%

 94%
          94%

         
    10
        92%
     87%
      69%    
  91%

 94%
          94%

         
    11
        48%
     84%
      44%
  85%

 35%
          70%

         
    12
        29%
     53%
      25%
  63%

 41%
          76%

                13
        53%
     72%
      45%
  80%

 70%
          70%

                14
        77%
     69%
     60%
  76%

 88%
          88%

                15
        77%
     85%
     65%
  87%

 52%
          82%

The findings show that through our teaching methods, the students are learning and retaining materials.  All sections of classes showed improvements except for question 10 & 14 in Fall 2005 and questions 1 in Spring 2006.  Through the process of assessment in the Intro to Theatre/Dance 2200 course, the instructors are working together and the results of the assessment demonstrate we are covering our material.  


The pre-post multiple choice questions cover Goals 1,2 and objectives 2,3.
Pre & Post Course Writing Samples

Fall 2005 - The results of the student writings were 1.45 for the pre course and 2.49 for the post course.

Spring 2006 - The results of the student writings were 1.59 for the pre course and 2.87 for the post course.

Summer II 2006 – The results of the student writings were 1.40. for the pre course and 2.80 for the post course.

Review of student writing from 3 readers showed the following interrater reliability.

Pre Course Writing Sample:   




Fall 2005

Spring 2006

Summer II 2004

Reader 1 & 2
  
88% 


88%


100%
interrater reliability

Reader 2 & 3   
93% 


93%


100%
interrater reliability

Reader 1 & 3   
88% 


90%


100%
interrrater reliability

Reader 1,2,3    
85%


85%


100%
interrater reliability 



Assessment report 2001 - the 3 reader interrater reliability was 18.74%.  



Assessment report 2002 - the 3 reader interrater reliability was 36%.

Assessment report 2003 - the 3 reader interrater reliability was 75% for Fall 2002,   

                                          68% for Spring 2003                                                                                              

Assessment report 2004 – the 3 reader interraterreliability was 88% for Fall 2003,                        






       82% for Spring 2004, 100% for Summer II 2004


Post Course Writing Sample:





Fall 2005

Spring 2006

SummerII 2006
Reader 1 & 2   
95% 


98%


100%
interrater reliability


Reader 2 & 3   
93%


95%


100%
interrater reliability

Reader 1 & 3   
93% 


95%


100%
interrater reliability

Reader 1,2,3    
90% 


93%


100%
interrater reliability



Assessment report 2001- the 3 reader interrater reliability was 50%



Assessment report 2002 - the 3 reader interrater reliability was 29%



Assessment report 2003 - the 3 reader interrater reliability was 77% for Fall 2002, 

                                                                 68% for Spring 2003



Assessment report 2004 – the 3 reader interrater reliability was 88% for Fall 2003,     

                                                                  85% for Spring 2004, 80% for Summer II 2004

The 3-reader reliability has improved since Assessment in 2001.  The Post Course scores are not as high as we would like, but the students’ scores on their writings are correct.  Their answers were not 4 or 5 on a scale of 5.   The writings did not use theatrical terminology correctly.  In some cases they were listed but there was no explanation as to how they were used.  

· It appeared that students demonstrated more awareness of goals and objectives because of their inclusion on the syllabi.

· The interrater reliability results shows that the faculty training in reading the sample writings was greatly improved from Assessment Report 2001  The interrater reliabiliby has continued to improve because of having the same three readers for the past five years.  The consistency in the results has improved..  

DRTH 2200 Evaluation Rubric, Based on SOLO

Blue Ribbon Core Competencies in Brackets:  

AE - Aesthetic Experience; HC - Historical Consciousness; SC - Social and Cultural Awareness; IA - International Awareness; CT - Critical Thinking; VL - Verbal Literacy

1.
Prestructural

Failure to deal with the question in any way


Didn’t understand question, guessed, no evidence of basic course content


No theatrical terms mentioned, gives only plot summary

2.
Unistructural


Limited understanding


Identifies and lists 2-4 theatrical terms [AE,CT]


Addresses 1 of Aristotle’s dramatic elements [AE, CT]


No social or historical context 


Written in complete sentences [VL]

3.
Multistructural:  Elementary Form of Syntheses; Elementary Critical Thinking

Identifies and uses 1-2 theatrical terms and applies them correctly [AE, CT]

Addresses 2 of Aristotle’s dramatic elements [AE, CT]


Social and historical context mentioned [AC]


Elementary level of analysis [AE, CT]


Written in complete sentences and thoughts are organized [VL]

4.
Relational:  Higher Form of Synthesis; Higher Critical Thinking
Good understanding of 2-3 specific theatrical terms and applies them correctly [AE, CT]

Addresses 3 or 4 of Aristotle’s dramatic elements [AE, CT]


Social and historical context accurately discussed [HC, SC, IA]


Can integrate information about different disciplines [AE, SC, IA, CT]


Written in complete sentences and thoughts are organized [VL]

5.
Extended Abstract:  Highest Level of Synthesis and Critical Thinking



Advanced theatrical, aesthetic application of  4 or more theatrical terms through correct application/usage of theatrical terminology   [AE, CT]


Addresses 5 - 6 of Aristotle’s dramatic elements and how 



they relate to each other [AE, CT]


Social and historical context accurately discussed [HC, SC, IA]


Refers to other works or ideas, possibly from other courses or live theatre/dance 


performances [AE, HC, SC, IA, CT]


Offers alternative readings [CT]


Informed opinion [CT]


Written in complete sentences, good grammar, and thoughts are organized {VL] 

Aristotle’s dramatic elements

1. Plot

2. Character

3. Theme

4. Dialogue

5. Music

6. Spectacle
Galileo’s Phenomena
By 1600, Galileo, the father of the scientific method, and categorized phenomena into two groups, those with objective qualities and those with subjective qualities.



Objective



Subjective


Number




Color



Size




Sound



Weight




Smell



Motion




Taste



Time




Beauty








Harmony

The arts are made up of subjective qualities.  These are unstable, connected with inner feelings, and change over time.  Galileo predicted that subjective qualities would be difficult to measure.  Assessment activities in the 21st century prove him correct.

The SOLO Taxonomy

The DRTH 2200 Assessment rubric is based on the SOLO Taxonomy.  This is fully discussed by Mark Snyder deTurk, in his dissertation within the field of Curriculum and Instruction at the University of Wisconsin - Madison, entitled, "The Relationship Between Experience in Performing Music Class and Critical Thinking About Music" (1988).

The “Observed Learning Outcome” (SOLO) Taxonomy provides a hierarchical method of evaluating student responses to open ended questions (Galileo’s subjective qualities).

Pre & Post Course Writing Samples

Sample #1 Pre Course –  It was a dramatic comedy.  Biff the son, begins talking to his father telling him of his disappointing life. The father with all of his pride refuses to listen.  The two of them enter the house continuing to argue.  The wife tries to convince her husband to simply listen.  Her efforts of being a peacemaker fail as the two men continue to argue about Biff’s failing career.  Biff’s brother enters the room trying to resolve the issue but fails miserably.  In the end Biff overpowers his father and makes him listen.  The hug and kiss each other mending their relationship.  After Biff leaves to go to bed, the father finally realizes Biff loves him but in some aspects he is still somewhat disillusioned continuing to believe his son is the greatest like any good parent.

Sample #1 Post Course -  This play is Death of a Salesman.  In this scene, we see Willie arguing with his son.  The actors portray their role magnificently by using Stanislavski rules to make the characters come to life.  You can not really see the type of stage, but the scenery is realistic.  It is a very dark basic background like that of an outside night scene.  Then the scene goes upstage a bit to the house.  With usage of very little props.  The light is faint like a beam of he moonlight.  Costuming was not too hard to do, but one could tell the clothes were from a 1940s or 1950s middle class family..

Sample #2 Pre Course - Four characters that were family members.  They were the parents and the two sons.  The setting was in their home.  One son named Biff and the father, Willy had a fight that involved the entire family.  Biff finally got his dad to understand him.

Sample #2 Post Course - This is a production of Death of a Salesman by Arthur Miller.  The scene is outside in the backyard between Biff and his father.  Both actors gave their dialogue.  The father and son entered the house and started an argument in the kitchen.  The setting on the stage consisted of a kitchen table.  The fight between the father and son is in regards to the lack of success of the son.  The actors’ use of sub- text and blocking were excellent.  The anger in the words of Biff displayed the pin up anger of his lifetime.  The use of blocking by Willy and Biff proved to the audience their raw emotions.  They could not stand still, their energy ran over.  When they gave their dialogue they had to get up, move around, and sit down.  The director must have worked closely with these two actors to bring their emotions out.  The amount of work and time to the project that the director when through to be positive that the audience would understand the seriousness of the situation.  The audience was in the proscenium style theatre looking up toward the action on stage.  Interaction with the audience was limited, they head to sit and take in all the action.

Results

In the two samples above, both students had  World Lit or Rhetoric.  Both students used complete sentences.  In samples #2, students did incorporate theatrical terms and Aristotle’s dramatic elements in their analysis of the scene they had watched.

Sample #1 Pre -  inter-reader reliability of 1.0 Dramatic comedy is the incorrect genre and only a plot summary is given.

Sample #1Post -  inter-reader reliability of 4.0  More than 4 theatrical terms were used, but more application was needed.  2 of Aristotle’s dramatic elements were included.  Goals 1,2,4 and objectives 2,3,4, were covered.  The only reason Goal 3 and Objective 1 were not covered is because this was not a review of a live performance.

Sample #2 Pre  inter-reader reliability of 1.0.  Only a plot summary given., The use of setting and characters was not applied in detail.

Sample #2 Post –inter-reader reliability of 4.0. Over 4 theatrical terms are correctly used and 5 of 6 Aristotle’s dramatic elements are covered.  Goals 1,2,4, and Objectives 2.4 were covered.  The only reason Goal 3 and Objective 1 were not covered was because this was not a review of a live performance.  Objective 3, historical consciousness and social and cultural awareness were as not mentioned.  The reason this student did not receive a 5 was that some of the sentences are not complete.

Plans for the Future

This reports completes a five year plan.  All goals and objectives have been covered and analyzed.  Each faculty that teaches Intro to Theatre/Dance has completed assessment.. 

Another faculty member will assume the Core Assessment Coordinator position.

Portfolio evaluation will possibly be added to the assessment process.

Focus on project groups will possibly be added to the assessment process.

Pre and post questions should change since the same ones have been used for four years.  A change was made after the first year.
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