
Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Fall 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Communication Studies

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: It is expected
that all courses assessed had at least
55% or higher passing rate. Meaning
that at least 55% or more of the
students, in each SLO assessment,
achieved a 70% mark.

Action: Discuss the findings in
department meetings.
Have faculty emphasize the
importance and need for more
study time to students.
 (05/14/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Action: Lower the standard and
target for all courses to 70%/70%.

 (05/14/2019)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester of Current Assessment: 2018-19 (Fall 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Coms 100 – not met 48% > not a requirement so less study
for tests > expected 80% to pass with 70% accuracy.
Coms 120 – met 96% > expected 70% to pass
Coms 130 – met standard 96% > expected 80% to pass
Coms 140 – not met 79% > expected 80% to pass
Coms 250 – not met 50% > expected 80% > put more effort
for presentations
Coms 260 – not met 59% > expected 80% > need higher
reading/writing comprehension
Coms 265 – not met 75% > expected 80% > additional
review needed
Coms 275 – met 90% > expected 80%
Coms 292 – met 100% > strong students make the team
Coms 293 – met 90% >

Results from ten courses (including multi-class courses) that
had conducted SLO#1 assessments were used for this PLO
assessment. SLO #1 assessments had tested students' ability
to identify and describe communication theories/concepts
related the particular course in which they were enrolled.

90% of the courses in this assessment met the 55% or
higher passing rate. Only COMS 100 students did not meet
the standard and target. This is due to the following:
Realistically, we should have the target and standard for the
SLO assessment lowered to be at 70% of students would

Exam/Test/Quiz - Results from ten
courses (including multi-class
courses) that had conducted SLO#1
assessments were used for this PLO
assessment. SLO #1 assessments had
tested students' ability to identify
and describe communication
theories/concepts related the
particular course in which they were
enrolled.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2018-19 (Fall
2018)

PLO #1 - Upon completion of the
program, students should be able to
identify and describe communication
theories/concepts related to various
aspects of the discipline.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Fariba Sadeghi-Tabrizi
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Fariba Sadeghi-Tabrizi,
Rosemary Swade, Julia Evans, Larry Leach, Francesca
Bishop, Diana Crossman, Mark Crossman, Joseph Evans,
Fariha Salim
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: COMS - 100;
120;130;140;250;260;265;275;292; 293

score 70% or higher. A great majority of students in COMS
100 classes take the class to fulfill a requirement. Therefore,
they don't dedicate as much time to studying for tests
which results in lower scores.
 (02/14/2019)
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Fall 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Film/Video

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: A 3 point scale
was used to assess the responses:
2=complete sentence that correctly
identified the Central Character and
contained at least one factor (not
generically stated) that supported
their choice; 1= complete sentence
that correctly named the Central
Character but supporting evidence
was not specific to the film or
generic; 0=selected incorrect
character as Central Character or did
not answer.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien

Action: The elements of screen
storytelling are the central part of
the course used to assess the PLO.
Some of the elements are also
covered in other classes,
specifically Film 114. Additional
courses which discuss these
elements and often put them into
practice include Film 122 and Film
236. A future assessment for this
PLO could include these courses
and group students by who had
completed Film 113 or 114 to
gauge retention and possibly
application of the elements in
their hands on projects.
(02/08/2015)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester of Current Assessment: 2014-15 (Fall 2014)
Standard Met: Standard Met
43 students took the exam and were assessed. As Exam #1
also included an objective portion, the written portion was
broken out, graded and analyzed separately. A GPA was
calculated for each student as follows: total score doubled
then divided by number of questions. This was because a 4
point scale was not used to grade each question. Example if
a student scored four 2s and four 1s on the 8 questions
their total score would be 12. 12 x 2 = 24/8 = 3.0 or a B.

The average score for the class was a 2.76 or a B-. Of the 43
students, 3 scored 0.0-1.49 or F to D+ (7%); 9 scored
between 1.5 and 2.49 or C- to C+ (21%); 22 scored 2.5-3.49
or B- to B+ (51%); 9 scored 3.5-4.0 or A- to A (21%). As a
group, 93% of students scored a C or higher for the
assessment.

As a class, the performance was solid and expected based
on the small group and individual writing exercises
completed the first 5 weeks of the semester. The 3 students
who scored below passing had excessively high absences
and one was chronically late to class. All three were missing
earlier writing assignments as well.

 (02/08/2015)

Exam/Test/Quiz - Exam #1 in Film
113 was used to assess the PLO.
Students were shown a 5 minute
segment of an unknown film and
instructed to take notes on the
storytelling elements. This was
repeated 3 times and they were told
they could use their notes when
formulating their answers for the 8
written questions that followed.
Students were instructed to answer
in 1-2 precise, complete sentences
that used evidence from the clip.
Sample Question: Who is the Central
Character of the piece and why?"

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-15 (Fall
2014), 2016-17 (Spring 2017), 2018-
19 (Fall 2018), 2020-21 (Spring 2021)

PLO #3  Hollywood Screenwriting
Paradigm - Elements  Upon
completion of the program, students
will be able to identify and give
relevant examples of the narrative
storytelling elements common to the
Hollywood screenwriting paradigm.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Target was 85% of students would
score at a B- or higher.

Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 113 and
Film 114

Standard and Rubric: Each written
response was graded on a 2-1-0
scale. A 2 indicated the student
clearly identified the story element
required and defended their answer
with evidence from the film. A 1
score indicated the student
identified the story element but
either failed to defend their answer
or their defense was generic and
lacked specific evidence from the
model film.  A 0 indicated the
student did correctly identify the
story element in question and/or
had no defense or evidence in their
response.

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 109, Film
113, Film 114, Film 122, Film 124, Film 122, Film 128. Film
232, Film 236, English78

Action: Film 113 Screenplay
Analysis, the course used for the
PLO,  is a critical course for all film
majors and an AA degree
Humanities class. Like many of our
courses, we can only teach them
once a year yet demand for this
and other film courses remain
high. Expanded sections of film
courses would serve more
students, majors and nonmajors
alike, and increase transfers and
AA degrees and certificates
awarded. (09/21/2017)

Follow-Up: The full time Film
faculty continue to lobby for
expansion of the program. It is
clearly laid out in Program Review
and economic data in the greater
LA area documents the expansive
rise of media production in our
area. As of this writing, Film is still
limited to a couple of dozen
courses per semester with the
only expansion teaching off
campus at several high schools,
whereas similar programs ranging
from Santa Monica CC to
Saddleback CC offer up to 70-80
film/media courses per semester.
(09/21/2017)

Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2016-17 (Spring 2017)
Standard Met: Standard Met
44 students took the exam with 15 students scoring an A- or
higher, 22 students scoring a B-B/B+; 6 students scoring a C-
/C/C+; and 1 student scoring a D. Thus, 84% of the students
met the standard of scoring a B- or higher on the exam.
Reflecting on the students who failed to meet the standard,
4 of the students who scored in the C range had excessive
absences, 1 student missed the first day of the exam and
thus did not have notes to work from, and 1 student was a
nonnative speaker who struggled with English through out
the semester. As for the student who scored a D, he/she
had excessive absences and missed the 1st day of the exam
and performed poorly on prior assignments as well.
(09/21/2017)

Exam/Test/Quiz - The final exam
was scheduled over the last two
class sessions of the Spring 2017
semester. On June 6th, the students
screened the independent feature
film Schwak and were allowed to
take extensive notes on the story
elements practiced throughout the
semester in small group work and
through the first two exams. The
notes were collected by the
instructor to be returned for use
writing the final exam. On the last
day of instruction, June 8th, the
students were given a 10 question
written exam pertaining to the story
elements of the film. All questions
specifically addressed SLO #3 as each
one addressed a specific storytelling
element studied throughout the
semester.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Based on the grade spread on
previous exams and group writing
exercises, it was expected that 75%
of the students would score a B- or
higher on the exam.

Standard and Rubric: Each written
response was graded on a 2-1-0
scale. A 2 indicated the student
clearly identified the story element
required and defended their answer
with evidence from the film. A 1
score indicated the student
identified the story element but
either failed to defend their answer
or their defense was generic and
lacked specific evidence from the
model film.  A 0 indicated the
student did correctly identify the
story element in question and/or

Faculty Assessment Leader: Kevin O'Brien
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Film 105, Film
109, Film 113, Film 110, Film 122, Film 236

Action: This is a core class for all
film majors and also serves as an
AA degree Humanities class for
any major. Currently only one
section is taught one time during
an academic year. As the course
serves numerous students,
currently being taught Spring
2019, and this section is
overbooked, it would be beneficial
for students to have access to the
course at least twice a year,
possibly during winter or summer
terms and possibly by offering
more than one section during the
regular semesters. (03/03/2019)

Follow-Up: Similar to the follow
up from 9/21/17, the full time
Film faculty continue to lobby for
expansion of the program. It is
clearly laid out in Program Review
and economic data in the greater
LA area documents the expansive
rise of media production in our
area. As of this writing, Film is still
limited to a couple of dozen
courses per semester with the
only expansion teaching off
campus at several high schools.
The AS-T degree was written
several years ago but has yet to be
implemented, yet no one in higher

Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2018-19 (Fall 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
36 of 37 students took the final exam; 1 student did not
show for the test. The test scores ranged from a low of 2.0
(C, 1 student) to a high of 4.0 (A, 1 student). The other 34
students scored in the 2.2 to 3.4 range (C+ to B+) The
average score for the group as a 3.0 or a solid B letter grade.
88% or 32 of the 36 students earned a B- (2.6 or higher) for
the final exam. (03/03/2019)

Exam/Test/Quiz - The final exam
was scheduled over the last two
class sessions of the Spring 2018
semester. On the next to last day of
class, the students screened the
independent feature film Schwak
and were allowed to take extensive
notes on the story elements
practiced throughout the semester
in small group work and through the
first two exams. The notes were
collected by the instructor to be
returned for use writing the final
exam. On the last day of
instruction,the students were given
a 10 question written exam
pertaining to the story elements of
the film. All questions specifically
addressed SLO #3 as each one
addressed a specific storytelling
element studied throughout the
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

had no defense or evidence in their
response.

Based on the grade spread on
previous exams, group writing
exercises, and on the data collected
in the same assessment done Spring
2017, it was expected that 75% of
the students would score a B- ( 2.7
GPA) or higher on the exam.

administration can figure out why.
A disservice to all of our majors
and potential transferees and a
disservice to a program that saw a
104% fill rate for the current
semester, Spring 2019.
(03/03/2019)

Additional Comments: This is the
same exam and assessment used in
the same course taught in 2017. The
results were excellent then and the
same was expected for this
assessment cycle.
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Assessment: Assessment Unit Four Column
Fall 2018

El Camino: PLOs (FA) - Theatre

PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

PLO Status: Active

Standard and Rubric: Standard and
Rubric: Understanding of what an
actor brings to the role in voice and
body.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level.
Evaluation of the freshness
(spontaneity) of the acting.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds

Action: Continued support for
theatre productions in needed
from the college.  (04/20/2020)
Action Category: Program/College
Support

Semester of Current Assessment: 2018-19 (Fall 2018)
Standard Met: Standard Met
1.Understanding of what an actor brings to the role in voice
and body.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 5% of students
Meets Expectation: 85% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of students

2. Evaluation of the freshness (spontaneity) of the acting.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 10% of students
Meets Expectation: 80% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of students

3. Evaluation of the honesty and truthfulness of the acting.

Does Not Meet Expectation: 10% of students
Meets Expectation: 75% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 15% of students

Observed Patterns and Findings from Data
1.Understanding of what an actor brings to the role in voice
and body
A. The actor’s speech was clear, articulate and well-
projected.
Student’s ability to assess this portion of the assessment
was fairly consistent. Students in theater department acting
classes seem to have a good understanding of how to
evaluate and assess  actors ability to speak clearly and
articulate. For the purposes of this assessment students

Project -  For the purposes of
assessing Theater Department PLO
#2 students from multiple sections
of Theater 114, Theater 214 A,
Theater 113  were assigned to view
and critique the theater Department
production of Our Town which was
presented on November 6th . A
sample of student responses to this
production was evaluated by the
theater faculty teaching these
courses. Tabulations for the
purposes of creating accurate data
was compiled by Professor Georges.

PLO Assessment Cycle: 2014-15
(Spring 2015), 2018-19 (Fall 2018)

PLO #2 Terminology Skill and Artistry
- Students will possess knowledge
and be able to analyze and critique
the terminology, technical skill, and
performance artistry of specific
theatrical acting styles.
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

expectations” level.
Evaluation of the honesty and
truthfulness of the acting.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level.

viewing the production of Lysistrata commented on the use
of microphones for the songs that were presented. The
students were able to assess the technology and how it
assisted in amplification of the actors voice.
B. The actor used his/her body in a relaxed and controlled
manner consistent with his/her character.
Students being assessed were able to comment succinctly
on their ability to assess the actors in the production ability
to perform choreography. This production Incorporated not
only staging the choreographed musical numbers. Students
for the most part were able to answer questions regarding
movement based on these two separate criteria.

2. Evaluation of the freshness (spontaneity) of the acting.
A. The actor’s performance was fresh and spontaneous
creating the illusion of the first time.
The students answers to this portion of the assessment
were mixed. For the portions of the play that included
dialogue students had mixed responses to the ability to
gauge this portion of the assessment. Some of this is due to
the skill levels of the individual actors performing the roles.
For the musical numbers students were for the most part
unable to gauge the spontaneity because of the nature of
choreographed musical numbers. Students were asked to
identify individual characters/actors performances and
gauge their ability to be spontaneous. Student performers
in the leading roles were most frequently chosen by the
acting students viewing the production as having the ability
to be spontaneous in their acting and assessed as better
than some of the other performers in supporting roles.
B. The actor appeared to be actively listening to fellow
actors with personal involvement throughout the
production.
Students were able to respond to this portion of the
assessment in a fairly succinct manner. Most students were
able to identify the lead character’s ability to perform their
roles truthfully. The students participating in this
assessment also responded to Our Town characters
performing in the chorus their ability to use direct address
to the audience. The course for Greek plays has more

Additional Comments: Student
performers did well with Our Town
over all. Some of the actors were
stretched dew to the nature of the
piece since many of the characters
are in there 40's to there 60'
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: Georges
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: R Scarlata
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: 114 214 113

relationship with the audience than they do with the other
characters in the play. This form of direct address was well
received by the students performing this assessment.
3. Evaluation of the honesty and truthfulness of the acting.
A. The actor was truthful and convincing throughout the
performance.
The nature of Greek comedy tends to be more broad and
physical. Students responding to this portion of the
assessment commented on the actor’s style as they were
directed. Students felt that the production seems more
presentational than truthful. For this particular assessment
done on this particular production theater faculty agreed
that the students ability to gauge truthfulness in the acting
was more difficult. Many students did discuss the main
characters ability to be truthful within the style of the
production.
B. The actor played the same theatrical “style” as the rest of
the company.
Students ability to assess this portion of the production was
fairly consistent. The production had a very coherent style
which was used as part of the performance. Students were
asked to evaluate the differences in style between the
characters/actors playing the roles and the
characters/actors performing the course. Students were
able to see the differences and evaluate them in the
different styles for these two groups of characters.

 (10/22/2018)

Action: 1.Understanding of what
an actor brings to the role in voice
and body.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 5% of
students
Meets Expectation: 85% of
students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of
students

Semester of Current Assessment: 2014-15 (Spring 2015)
Standard Met: Standard Met
Data
1.Understanding of what an actor brings to the role in voice
and body.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 5% of students
 Meets Expectation: 85% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of students

Essay/Written Assignment - For the
purposes of assessing Theater
Department PLO #2 students from
multiple sections of Theater 114,
Theater 214 A, Theater 113  were
assigned to view and critique the
theater Department production of
Lysistrata which was presented on
November 6th  through the 15th
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Standard and Rubric: Understanding
of what an actor brings to the role in
voice and body.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level.
Evaluation of the freshness
(spontaneity) of the acting.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level.
Evaluation of the honesty and
truthfulness of the acting.
Standard of expectation:  80% of
students will achieve “meets
expectations” or “exceeds
expectations” level.

2. Evaluation of the freshness
(spontaneity) of the acting.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 10%
of students
Meets Expectation: 80% of
students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of
students

3. Evaluation of the honesty and
truthfulness of the acting.

Does Not Meet Expectation: 10%
of students
Meets Expectation: 75% of
students
Exceeds Expectation: 15% of
students

Observed Patterns and Findings
from Data
1.Understanding of what an actor
brings to the role in voice and
body
A. The actor’s speech was clear,
articulate and well-projected.
Student’s ability to assess this
portion of the assessment was
fairly consistent. Students in
theater department acting classes
seem to have a good
understanding of how to evaluate
and assess  actors ability to speak
clearly and articulate. For the
purposes of this assessment
students viewing the production
of Lysistrata commented on the
use of microphones for the songs
that were presented. The students

2. Evaluation of the freshness (spontaneity) of the acting.
Does Not Meet Expectation: 10% of students
Meets Expectation: 80% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 10% of students

3. Evaluation of the honesty and truthfulness of the acting.

Does Not Meet Expectation: 10% of students
Meets Expectation: 75% of students
Exceeds Expectation: 15% of students

Observed Patterns and Findings from Data
1.Understanding of what an actor brings to the role in voice
and body
A. The actor’s speech was clear, articulate and well-
projected.
Student’s ability to assess this portion of the assessment
was fairly consistent. Students in theater department acting
classes seem to have a good understanding of how to
evaluate and assess  actors ability to speak clearly and
articulate. For the purposes of this assessment students
viewing the production of Lysistrata commented on the use
of microphones for the songs that were presented. The
students were able to assess the technology and how it
assisted in amplification of the actors voice.
B. The actor used his/her body in a relaxed and
controlled manner consistent with his/her character.
Students being assessed were able to comment succinctly
on their ability to assess the actors in the production ability
to perform choreography. This production Incorporated not
only staging the choreographed musical numbers. Students
for the most part were able to answer questions regarding
movement based on these two separate criteria.

2. Evaluation of the freshness (spontaneity) of the acting.
A. The actor’s performance was fresh and
spontaneous creating the illusion of the first time.
The students answers to this portion of the assessment
were mixed. For the portions of the play that included
dialogue students had mixed responses to the ability to

2015. A sample of student responses
to this production was evaluated by
the theater faculty teaching these
courses. Tabulations for the
purposes of creating accurate data
was compiled by Professor Georges.

02/01/2020 Generated by Nuventive Improve Page 4 of 7



PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

were able to assess the
technology and how it assisted in
amplification of the actors voice.
B. The actor used his/her body in a
relaxed and controlled manner
consistent with his/her character.
Students being assessed were able
to comment succinctly on their
ability to assess the actors in the
production ability to perform
choreography. This production
Incorporated not only staging the
choreographed musical numbers.
Students for the most part were
able to answer questions
regarding movement based on
these two separate criteria.

2. Evaluation of the freshness
(spontaneity) of the acting.
A. The actor’s performance was
fresh and spontaneous creating
the illusion of the first time.
The students answers to this
portion of the assessment were
mixed. For the portions of the play
that included dialogue students
had mixed responses to the ability
to gauge this portion of the
assessment. Some of this is due to
the skill levels of the individual
actors performing the roles. For
the musical numbers students
were for the most part unable to
gauge the spontaneity because of
the nature of choreographed
musical numbers. Students were
asked to identify individual
characters/actors performances
and gauge their ability to be

gauge this portion of the assessment. Some of this is due to
the skill levels of the individual actors performing the roles.
For the musical numbers students were for the most part
unable to gauge the spontaneity because of the nature of
choreographed musical numbers. Students were asked to
identify individual characters/actors performances and
gauge their ability to be spontaneous. Student performers
in the leading roles were most frequently chosen by the
acting students viewing the production as having the ability
to be spontaneous in their acting and assessed as better
than some of the other performers in supporting roles.
B. The actor appeared to be actively listening to fellow
actors with personal involvement throughout the
production.
Students were able to respond to this portion of the
assessment in a fairly succinct manner. Most students were
able to identify the lead character’s ability to perform their
roles truthfully. The students participating in this
assessment also responded to Lysistrata’s characters
performing in the chorus their ability to use direct address
to the audience. The course for Greek plays has more
relationship with the audience than they do with the other
characters in the play. This form of direct address was well
received by the students performing this assessment.
3. Evaluation of the honesty and truthfulness of the acting.

A. The actor was truthful and convincing
throughout the performance.

The nature of Greek comedy tends to be more
broad and physical. Students responding to this portion of
the assessment commented on the actor’s style as they
were directed. Students felt that the production seems
more presentational than truthful. For this particular
assessment done on this particular production theater
faculty agreed that the students ability to gauge
truthfulness in the acting was more difficult. Many students
did discuss the main characters ability to be truthful within
the style of the production.

B. The actor played the same theatrical “style” as
the rest of the company.

Students ability to assess this portion of the

02/01/2020 Generated by Nuventive Improve Page 5 of 7



PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

Faculty Assessment Leader: William Georges
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: R. Scarlata
Courses Associated with PLO Assessment: Theatre 114A
Theatre 214A Theatre 113
Related Documents:
PLO number 2.docx

spontaneous. Student performers
in the leading roles were most
frequently chosen by the acting
students viewing the production
as having the ability to be
spontaneous in their acting and
assessed as better than some of
the other performers in
supporting roles.
B. The actor appeared to be
actively listening to fellow actors
with personal involvement
throughout the production.
Students were able to respond to
this portion of the assessment in a
fairly succinct manner. Most
students were able to identify the
lead character’s ability to perform
their roles truthfully. The students
participating in this assessment
also responded to Lysistrata’s
characters performing in the
chorus their ability to use direct
address to the audience. The
course for Greek plays has more
relationship with the audience
than they do with the other
characters in the play. This form of
direct address was well received
by the students performing this
assessment.
3. Evaluation of the honesty and
truthfulness of the acting.
A. The actor was truthful and
convincing throughout the
performance.
The nature of Greek comedy tends
to be more broad and physical.
Students responding to this
portion of the assessment

production was fairly consistent. The production had a very
coherent style which was used as part of the performance.
Students were asked to evaluate the differences in style
between the characters/actors playing the roles and the
characters/actors performing the course. Students were
able to see the differences and evaluate them in the
different styles for these two groups of characters.
 (11/30/2015)
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PLOs Assessment Method
Description Results Actions

commented on the actor’s style as
they were directed. Students felt
that the production seems more
presentational than truthful. For
this particular assessment done
on this particular production
theater faculty agreed that the
students ability to gauge
truthfulness in the acting was
more difficult. Many students did
discuss the main characters ability
to be truthful within the style of
the production.
B. The actor played the same
theatrical “style” (03/16/2020)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
Action: Actions
The theater faculty believes that is
important for the institution to
continue to support the theater
departments production. Our
students in the theater
Department benefit from seeing
college-level theater. This allows
for the theater students viewing
the productions to have a similar
experience that they are able to
evaluate and discuss. This
common of experience of a
particular production allows for
the various theater classes to be
assessed and evaluated.
 (09/29/2017)
Action Category: Program/College
Support
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