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Interpretation

A Communication proces

A Reveal meanings and
relationships

A Onsite, firsthand
experiences

A Goals: knowledge,
Inspiration, motivation,
and behavioural chang




Freeman Tilden:

Nl nterpret

children should not be '

a dilution of the
presentation to adults
but should follow a
fundamentally
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Why a Different Approach?

A Cognitive development stage

A Younger kids learn better with{g
i Physical interaction f‘!"?':; \ A‘
Awith tangible, real objects, using ¥ LI &
all of their senses (Piaget)

I Pretend play

Acan enable abstract thought

(Vygotsky)
Ato learn about their role within
their environment (Mearns)
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Improv Theatre?

= Play games, solve problems, loosely
structured, within environment

A Focus on process versus result
I Uses physical involvement, senses, pretend play




a

illage.

Village Theat
éatre du v

h

o




Fostering the Futur@rogram

Purpose: to test the effectiveness of improvisational theatre
games as an interpretive approach for children agktl 6

2006 Program: Nature Sounds
Amprov games
MNature walk
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Evaluation:

ANhich activities did
you enjoy best? Least?
A=rom which did you
learn most? Least?

AVlost important
thing you learned?
Al question for
Banff NP?




