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Theatre Evaluation:

As part of your Drama and Theatre exam you will be asked to evaluate a live piece of theatre 
that you have seen. To get a baseline understanding of your knowledge and skills we would 
like you to have a go at writing one of these over the summer ready to be handed in at the 
start of the course.



The evaluation will have a statement to which you must either agree or disagree using your 
knowledge of the production you have seen, your knowledge of drama and theatre and 
creative choices that are made and the intended impact and effect of those choices backed 
up with relevant examples.

In this pack you will find the criteria on which the evaluation will be assessed and some 
exemplars to give you an idea of the length detail and content of what we are looking for. If 
you have not seen a live piece of theatre and you can go and see something over the 
summer or look at websites such as Digital Theatre or Drama Online (The National Theatre 
site) which are both free to subscribe to and have productions that you can view. During the 
course we will go and see live theatre but may well review a digitally streamed piece as it 
has the advantage of being able to re-watch and revisit it to consolidate your understanding. 
The production we currently use is the National theatre’s production of Frankenstein 
starring Benedict Cumberbatch and Johnny Lee-Miller. If you wish to use this then that is 
fine. 

Theatre Review Statement 1: Choose either statement 1 or 2 (see 
page 13 for statement 2) Do not answer both.

Analyse and evaluate the live performance you have seen in light of the following statement:

‘Live theatre today has no connection to the lives of young people’

Your answer should:

• include analysis and evaluation of key moments from the performance you have seen and 
the contribution made by different theatre makers

• offer balanced consideration between your analysis and evaluation of the performance 
and your response to the statement.



Assessment Criteria for Statement 1:

AO4 = 20 marks

This question asks the candidate to respond to a thought-provoking statement in light of 
their live theatre experience. At the heart of the statement is the debate that live 
performance has no relevance or interest to young people. Candidates will need to engage 
with the statement as informed members of the audience and discuss the contribution 
made by different theatre makers.

Candidates might refer to the following in their response:

• arguments that agree, disagree or offer a balanced reaction to the statement

• analysis and understanding of the role of the director and how specific production values 
have been used to communicate ideas and meaning to an audience

• analysis and evaluation of how dramatic elements have been used to create theatrical 
impact such as set, lighting, costume, sound, staging and acting

• the evaluation of key theatre makers, their collaboration and the contribution they have 
made to specific aspects of the production

• consideration of performance style, influence and theatrical interpretation

• analysis of and reference to key moments

• analysis of audience and audience reaction

• references to other art forms and the role of theatre in society

• analysis and evaluation of the overall aims and intentions of the production.

Marking instructions

In AO4, analysis is required in order to reach evaluative judgements and conclusions in the 
context of student’s own work. Responses must show balanced consideration between 
analysis and evaluation and marks are equally distributed across these two elements.

Responses that demonstrate isolated analysis without evaluation can only achieve a 
maximum of 4 marks.

Level 1

• Descriptive, basic approach with underdeveloped analysis of live performance elements, 
supported by a limited knowledge and understanding and limited use of subject-specific 
terminology.



• Limited evaluation demonstrating limited ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact have been created by relevant theatre 
makers.

• Uneven treatment of analysis and evaluation with a tentative attempt to engage with the 
statement, resulting in a limited overall response.

Level 2

• Generally appropriate approach with partial analysis of live performance elements 
supported by adequate knowledge and understanding and use of generally accurate 
subject-specific terminology.

• Emerging evaluation demonstrating basic ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by theatre makers’ use of 
production values and dramatic elements.

• Generally sound response supported by emerging but inconsistent

moments of analysis and evaluation, with a general attempt to engage with the statement.

Level 3

• Clear approach with competent analysis of live performance elements, supported by 
secure knowledge and understanding and accurate use of subject-specific terminology.

• Consistent evaluation demonstrating adequate ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre makers’ use 
of production values and dramatic elements.

• Clear personal response with consistent and generally balanced analysis and evaluation, 
showing a secure reasoning, interpretation and engagement with the statement.

Level 4

Assured

• Confident approach with assured analysis of live performance elements, supported by 
comprehensive knowledge and understanding and effective use of subject-specific 
terminology.

• Effective evaluation demonstrating assured ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre makers’ use 
of production values and dramatic elements.

• Comprehensive personal response with assured and balanced analysis and evaluation, 
showing confident reasoning, interpretation and engagement with the statement.



Level 5

• Critical and perceptive approach with sophisticated analysis of live performance elements, 
supported by precise knowledge and understanding and articulate use of subject-specific 
terminology.

• Perceptive evaluation demonstrating accomplished ability to formulate and justify 
personal judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre 
makers’ use of production values and dramatic elements.

• Sophisticated and in-depth personal response which perceptively draws together relevant 
and balanced elements of analysis and evaluation, showing sensitive reasoning, 
interpretation and engagement with the statement.

Top Band Exemplar for statement 1: 















Theatre Review Statement 2:

Analyse and evaluate the live performance you have seen in light of the following statement:

‘Technology is more important in live theatre today than the play itself’

Your answer should:

• include analysis and evaluation of key moments from the performance you have seen and 
the contribution made by different theatre makers

• offer balanced consideration between your analysis and evaluation of the performance 
and your response to the statement.

Assessment Criteria:

This question asks the candidate to respond to a thought-provoking statement in light of 
their live theatre experience. At the heart of the statement is the debate that technology in 
the theatre may enhance/dominate a performance. Candidates will need to engage with the 
statement as informed members of the audience and discuss the contribution made by 
different theatre makers

Candidates might refer to the following in their response:

• arguments that agree, disagree or offer a balanced reaction to the statement

• analysis and understanding of the role of the director and how various production values 
have been used to communicate ideas and meaning to an audience

• analysis and evaluation of how dramatic elements have been used to create theatrical 
impact such as set, lighting, costume, sound, staging and acting

• the evaluation of key theatre makers, their collaboration and the contribution they have 
made to specific aspects of the production

• consideration of performance style, influence and theatrical interpretation

• analysis of and reference to key moments

• analysis of audience and audience reaction

• references to other art forms and the role of theatre in society

• analysis and evaluation of the overall aims and intentions of the production.



In AO4, analysis is required in order to reach evaluative judgements and conclusions in the 
context of the work of others. Responses must show balanced consideration between 
analysis and evaluation and marks are equally distributed across these two elements.

Responses that demonstrate isolated analysis without evaluation can only achieve a 
maximum of 4 marks.

Level 1

• Descriptive, basic approach with underdeveloped analysis of live performance elements, 
supported by a limited knowledge and understanding and limited use of subject-specific 
terminology.

• Limited evaluation demonstrating limited ability to formulate and

justify personal judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact have been created by 
relevant theatre makers

• Uneven treatment of analysis and evaluation with a tentative

attempt to engage with the statement, resulting in a limited overall response.

Level 2

• Generally appropriate approach with partial analysis of live performance elements 
supported by adequate knowledge and understanding and use of generally accurate 
subject-specific terminology.

• Emerging evaluation demonstrating basic ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by theatre makers’ use of 
production values and dramatic elements.

• Generally sound response supported by emerging but inconsistent moments of analysis 
and evaluation, with a general attempt to engage with the statement.

Level 3

• Clear approach with competent analysis of live performance elements, supported by 
secure knowledge and understanding and accurate use of subject-specific terminology.

• Consistent evaluation demonstrating adequate ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre makers’ use 
of production values and dramatic elements.

• Clear personal response with consistent and generally balanced

analysis and evaluation, showing a secure reasoning, interpretation and engagement with 
the statement.



Level 4

• Confident approach with assured analysis of live performance elements, supported by 
comprehensive knowledge and understanding and effective use of subject-specific 
terminology.

• Effective evaluation demonstrating assured ability to formulate and justify personal 
judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre makers’ use 
of production values and dramatic elements.

• Comprehensive personal response with assured and balanced

analysis and evaluation, showing confident reasoning, interpretation and engagement with 
the statement.

Level 5

• Critical and perceptive approach with sophisticated analysis of live performance elements, 
supported by precise knowledge and understanding and articulate use of subject-specific 
terminology.

• Perceptive evaluation demonstrating accomplished ability to formulate and justify 
personal judgements of how ideas, meaning and impact are created by different theatre 
makers’ use of production values and dramatic elements.

• Sophisticated and in-depth personal response which perceptively draws together relevant 
and balanced elements of analysis and evaluation, showing sensitive reasoning, 
interpretation and engagement with the statement.



Top Band Exemplar for Statement 2:










