
Shakespeare in the Restoration Theater 
 

Paper #6: Dramaturgical Statement 
 

The purpose of this piece of writing is to thoughtfully discuss why you have made the choices you have 
for your adaptation.  My goal here is for you to actively think about the process of adaptation, and your 
own participation in it.  This also will insure that your intentions will come across even if you encounter a 
mishap during performance, which hopefully will relieve some stress. 
 
I am hoping you all embrace the challenge of staging your own adaptation.  In doing so, you should 
consider, and therefore address in this paper, the following aspects of your play: 
 

1) The story.  What is the story of the original (in literal and symbolic terms) and what does that 
story say in the context you have chosen?  What changes were necessary, and what are the 
reasons for them?  Remember our visiting director’s discussion of the Romeo and Juliet that was 
set in a boys’ school and cast entirely male, which turned into an exploration of what boys think 
about girls and the gender stereotyping involved instead of a rumination on love.   

2) The language.  What have you changed, and for what reasons?  How did you walk the line 
between making it accessible and “dumbing down?” If you didn’t change anything, why not?  
What about the quality of the language made it malleable, or tied it so closely to the meaning that 
you couldn’t change it?  Be as specific as possible, quoting lines from both the original and your 
version to make your points. 

3) The characters and casting.  What has to change about them for the story, as you’re choosing to 
tell it, and what remains the same?  What is each character’s contribution to the overall 
“meaning” of the play as you see it?  (this portion of the statement may be written by the 
individual actors and then “edited” by a single student into one document, as groups choose).  
Which characters have you cut, and why do you feel entitled to do that?  Which characters 
seemed “uncuttable” to you, and why? 

4) Time period.  If you changed it, why?  If you stayed the same, why?  What does your 
interpretation gain from a different time setting?  Does it allow you to bring certain issues to the 
fore?  For example, would setting The Rover in the current day allow you to tap into 
contemporary concerns about date rape to give a more serious interpretation of the comedy? 

5) Staging.  What decisions did you make about how characters would move, interact, what spaces 
they would occupy, etc?  How does that emphasize your interpretation? 

6) Costuming and props.  You can go as minimalist as you like with this, just have a good reason, 
other than ease.  Again, how have your choices served to clarify your interpretation? 

 
As I said in class, I don’t have a specific length in mind for this.  As I look at the questions above, 
however, I could imagine this hitting the 5 page mark easily.  You can compose it in several ways – have 
one person play editor and then assign the six segments to separate authors; write all of them together, 
whether composing orally with a note-taker or more formally; have each actor write a paragraph about his 
or her own part, with one person assuming editorial duties, and other possibilities that you can think of.  
Do, however, keep two things in mind:  1) this document will convey your thinking about adaptation after 
a semester of looking at them, and 2) you want to give your classmates in the other group something to 
work with in writing their review.  ASK if you have questions! 


