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T H E   S C O T T I S H   A R T S   C O U N C I L 
 
 Assessment Report 
 
Organisation/venue:   2003 Arches Award for Stage Directors Winner  
     at the Arches Theatre Festival 
Title of event:    Beautiful Anger           
Type of event:     performance 
Date of visit:    04/04/2003 
     
 
1. Artistic assessment 
Please evaluate the artistic quality of the event - its vision and imagination; ability to 
communicate; and quality of production 
 This was a devised piece, taking as its starting point depictions of how anger affects 
people physically.  Three performers and one director explored their own ideas of anger and 
how their personal experiences of it differ. 
 
The subject matter had the potential to be interesting and of universal appeal.  The piece did not 
live up to this potential.  The public presentation of devised work has inherent dangers, perhaps 
especially for newer practitioners.  The creative team can be so totally immersed in the piece 
there is a danger of a lack of communication with the audience, and of collective navel-gazing. 
This can be exacerbated when the subject matter of the piece draws on autobiographical 
material.  Beautiful Anger’s creative team are all relatively inexperienced, and the devising had 
obviously drawn on the intervals’ own experiences.  Perhaps it is not surprising that the piece 
fell into the obvious traps - it had no coherence or overall meaning and no particular point. There 
was no intellectual or emotional engagement of the audience. 
  
1.1       Script 
 Naturalistic language which was entirely appropriate.  Lots of little scenes  
 
1.2 Direction 
 By Fiona Cole.  She did her best with a very fragmented disjointed piece.  Individual 

scenes worked well directorially, with effective changes of mood and good use of the 
space.  That the piece didn’t work was not due to lack of directorial skill.  But NB see 
under Overall Performance. 

 
 Standard of Performers 
 Adequate – tending towards the uncontrolled enthusiastic approach at some points, but 

this is (probably) due to relative inexperience of the director and the performers. But NB 
see Under Overall Performance. 

 
 Design 
 Very much based on the requirements of particular props – this was appropriate for the 

piece.  
 
 Technical Standards    
 Fine  
 
 Overall Production 
 This was disappointing.  The actors and director may all have potential which was not 

demonstrated in this production.  However, as this was devised they must all take 
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responsibility for the actual piece. I would imagine that all four enjoyed its creation, 
hopefully learned to develop their professional skills and possibly learnt about 
themselves.  Unfortunately the end result of this process was an exercise in self-
indulgent navel gazing. 

 
 Appropriateness of production for the audience 
 Seemed appropriate (see below) – and appropriate programming for the  
 festival. 
  
 Approximate size of audience and reaction to the programme of work 
 Nearly full house.  I assume that the audience included many friends of the performers 

(given that each performer received reaction from different sections of the audience, 
especially in humorous parts.)  Reaction varied from very positive to polite. 

 
 2. Management of event 
2.1 Please evaluate the way the event was presented/organised by the organisation and by 

the venue.  Please answer, where relevant, with reference to the checklist below adding 
any other comments/observations you may have. 

2.2 Suitability of the venue for the event: 
 Fine 
2.3 Information/interpretative material provided at the venue (e.g. programmes, 

displays etc. 
 range, quantity and clarity 
 Free programme  
2.4 Publicity/pre publicity for the event (leaflets, posters, etc.): 
 range, content and when and where available. 
 Theatre Festival programme, reasonable quality and layout. 
2.5 Accessibility of the venue: 
 Ease of payment  Impossible to get through to box office (phone fault.)  

Resorted to emailing a staff member with a request to reserve tickets.  (How 
would the general public cope with this?)   

 Location   Fine  
 Direction   ?  
 Access for disabled people  unclear  
     .   
Customer service: 

Quality and efficiency of staff (e.g. box office, front of house, bar and/or catering) 
 Friendly – but very difficult to work out who the front of house staff are 
 
3. Background to your visit 
3.1 Have you seen the work of this artist/company before?   No 
 3.2 Is this your first visit to this venue?     No 


