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respecting the intelligence of its audience. This is a new approach to astronomical outreach both technically and
stylistically. Using the Field-tested Learning Assessment Guide (FLAG) and the Quality Function Deployment (QFD)
needs analysis survey system, we have have conducted an in-depth project to determine whether this new style Is
effective and what audience needs are outstanding.
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Conclusions After One Year

Astronomy is inherently wondrous, what we’re trying to do is unearth that wonder from beneath layers
of stereotypes and preconceptions. We have successfully entertained 12,000 listeners with astronomy
related schtick: heavy on the cheese, heavy on the science. Almost all of the listeners come away with

new ideas and knowledge of astronomy and most share their knowledge with others. So far we've done e s
the easy part. Next we need better penetration of the 2 deepest levels of Bloom’s Taxonomy: S [ on e M NS

Organization (preconceptions) and Characterization by a Value (fitting science into life). 18. Archacology Channel
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